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1. Introduction 
      

A disturbingly high number of  superstitious practices which cause significant 
harm and exploitation of  common people especially of  vulnerable sections of  
society continue to be perpetuated today across our country and Karnataka in 
particular.  At the same time there are several forms of  superstitious practices, both 
in urban and rural areas which result in severe financial exploitation and mental 
agony for victims. Such practices have no place in a civilised society governed by 
the rule of  law. The wide existence of  such practices squarely infringes the right 
to life with dignity guaranteed by Article 21 of  the Constitution of  India and 
reinforced in several judgments of  the Supreme Court. Further, while all persons 
are entitled to the freedom of  conscience or belief, certain superstitious practices 
negatively impact public order, morality and health. With several recent incidents 
of  this nature coming to light, the specific criminalisation of  such practices 
along with spreading awareness of  the ill-effects of  superstitious practices of  this 
nature have become imperative. The proposed draft of  ‘Karnataka Prevention 
of  Superstitious Practices Bill, 2013’ seeks to achieve these objectives.

The Honourable Chief  Minister of  Karnataka, Sri Siddaramaiah, has come 
forward to enact a Bill to ban superstitious practices in Karnataka following the 
ordinance passed by Maharashtra Government in the wake of  the tragic murder 
of  Dr. Narendra Dabholkar, who fought against the ill effects of  blind belief  
and superstition.

Centre for the Study of  Social Exclusion and Inclusive Policy (CSSEIP) 
most willingly responded to the invitation of  the Government of  Karnataka  
( ) to assist in preparing a policy framework and 
draft bill in this regard which is also the mandate of  the Centre. CSSEIP adopted 
two approaches to address this task: one to prepare a broad policy framework, 
and, two to draft a model bill by consolidating the input received on the policy 
note and legal research. In the first phase, the Centre organised several rounds 
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of  consultations with eminent scholars, academicians, folklorists and legal 
experts and social activists for more than a month. The draft concept note was 
circulated among more than two hundred fifty scholars across the State and 
the same was posted in public domain through print media for discussion and 
feedback. The inputs and comments were consolidated and a final concept note 
was prepared. The second phase involved legal experts carrying out background 
research and drafting the model Bill. The team included NLSIU faculty and 
eminent alumni trained in the area at internationally reputed universities like 
Oxford, Cambridge and Columbia.  Thorough research has been undertaken 
by critically evaluating the constitutional legal validity, domestic legislations and 
judgements, comparative international laws and conventions regarding the issue 
of  superstitious practices. The report is thus a result of  rigorous research and 
consultations. CSSEIP, a UGC sponsored research centre at NLSIU, is mandated 
to engage in research and provide policy solutions related to discrimination and 
exclusion of  the marginalied and vulnerable social groups in our society.  We are 
indeed happy that this endeavour is part of  several such activities successfully 
completed within and outside Karnataka. 

On behalf  of  CSSEIP and NLSIU, I would like to thank all those who contributed 
in the making of  this report and supported us.  I would like to specially thank 
the Government of  Karnataka for engaging us in this important task. We look 
forward to such collaborations concerning the marginalised and disadvantaged 
social groups in our State. 

I am grateful to our Vice Chancellor, Prof  (Dr) R.Venkata Rao who has helped 
us in this endeavour, as ever.  

Bangalore Dr. S. Japhet
November 5, 2013  Co-ordinator, drafting committee
   Professor & Director, CSSEIP, NLSIU
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THE KARNATAKA PREVENTION OF 
SUPERSTITIOUS PRACTICES BILL, 2013

A Bill

to make special provision for the prevention of  superstitious practices 
that are harmful, exploitative and offensive to human dignity with a 
view to eradicate them; to establish the Karnataka Anti-Superstition 
Authority at the state level and Vigilance Committees on Superstitious 
Practices at the district level to ensure such prevention, extend protection 
to those who expose the ill-effects of  superstitious practices and create 
awareness regarding such effects; and other matters connected therewith 
or incidental thereto

Be it enacted by the Karnataka Legislature in Sixty-fourth 
Year of  the Republic of  India as follows:

Chapter I: Preliminary

Short title, 
Extent and 
commencement

1. (1) This Act may be called the Karnataka Prevention of  
Superstitious Practices Act, 2013.

2)  It extends to the whole of  the State of  Karnataka. 

3)   I t shall come into force on such date as the State 
Government may, by notification appoint. 

Provided, that different dates may be appointed for different 
provisions of  this Act and any reference in any such provision 
to the commencement of  this Act shall be construed as a 
reference to the coming into force of  that provision.

2. Draft Legislation
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Definitions

2. 1) In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires,
a) ‘Authority’ means the Karnataka Anti-Superstition 

Authority established by Section 9 of  the Act;
b) ‘Committee’ means the Vigilance Committee on 

Superstitious Practices under Section 15 of  the Act;
c) ‘Fund’ means the Prevention of  Superstitious Practices 

Fund established by the State Government under 
Section 8 of  the Act;

d) ‘persons’ includes both natural persons and legal 
persons;

e) ‘prescribed’ means prescribed by rules made under this 
Act; 

f) ‘propagate’ means advertisement, publication, broadcast 
or communication of  any content in support of  
superstitious practices;

g) ‘regulations’ means the regulations made by the Karnataka 
Anti-Superstition Authority or regulations made by the 
Vigilance Committee on Superstitious Practices in each 
district under this Act, as the context indicates;

h) ‘rules’ means the rules made under this Act;
i) ‘Schedule’ means the Schedule to this Act;
j) ‘superstitious practice’ means any act which:

i.  Causes grave physical or mental harm to; or
ii.  Results in financial or any sexual exploitation of; or
iii.  Offends the human dignity of; 

another person or a group of  persons, by 
invoking a purported supernatural power, with 
the promise of  curing such person or group of  
persons of  disease or affliction or purporting 
to provide a benefit, or threatening them with 
adverse consequences; or

Any act specified in the Schedule.

k)    ‘victim’ means a person who is gravely harmed physically or 
mentally, exploited financially or sexually, or whose dignity 
is offended by the commission of  a superstitious practice.

(2) Words and expressions used but not defined herein, shall 
have respective meanings as assigned to them in the Drugs 
and Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) Act, 
1954 and the Code of  Criminal Procedure, 1973.
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Chapter II:  Prohibition of  Superstitious Practices

Offence of  
committing a 
superstitious 
practice

3. (1) Any person who promotes, propagates or performs 
a superstitious practice shall be punished with 
imprisonment for a term which shall not be less than 
one year but which may extend to five years or with fine 
which shall not be less than ten thousand rupees but 
which may extend to fifty thousand rupees, or both.

(2)  Consent of  the victim shall not be a defence under this 
section.

(3) Notwithstanding anything contained in this section, a 
victim of  a superstitious practice shall not be guilty of  
committing or abetting that practice.

Offences by 
Companies

4. (1) Where an offence under this Act has been 
committed by a company, every person, who at the 
time the offence was committed was in charge of, and 
was responsible to, the company for the conduct of  
the business of  the company, as well as the company 
shall be guilty of  the offence and shall be liable to be 
proceeded against and punished accordingly: 

Provided that, nothing contained in this sub-section shall 
render any such person liable to any punishment under 
this Act if  he proves that the offence was committed 
without his knowledge or that he had exercised all due 
diligence to prevent commission of  such offence.

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section 
(1) where an offence under this Act has been committed 
by a company and it is proved that the offence has been 
committed with the consent or connivance of, or is 
attributable to any neglect on the part of  any director, 
manager, secretary or other officer responsible for exercise 
of  proper care or supervision of  the company in that 
respect, such director, manager, secretary or concerned 
officer shall be deemed to be guilty of  that offence and shall 
be liable to be proceeded against and punished accordingly.
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Explanation - For the purposes of  this section - 

(a) “company” means a body corporate and 
includes a firm, association of  persons or body of  
individuals, whether incorporated or not; and also 
includes a trust, whether registered under any law 
for the time being in force or not. 

(b) “director” in relation to a firm means a partner 
in the firm and in relation to a body corporate, an 
association of  persons or body of  individuals, means 
any person controlling the affairs thereof; and in 
relation to a trust includes the person managing the 
affairs of  the trust.

Abetment

5. Whoever abets any offence punishable under this Act 
shall, whether or not the offence abetted is committed, be 
punishable with the same punishment as is provided for 
the offence which has been abetted.  

Explanation: For the purpose of  this Act, ‘abetment’ has 
the meaning assigned to it in the Indian Penal Code (45 
of  1860). 

Offences to be 
cognizable and 
non-bailable

6. Unless specifically indicated in the Schedule, all offences 
punishable under this Act shall be cognizable and non-
bailable.

Jurisdiction to 
try offences

7. No court inferior to that of  a Metropolitan Magistrate or 
a Magistrate of  a First Class shall try any offence punishable 
under this Act.

Prevention of  
Superstitious 
Practices Fund

8. (1) The State Government shall establish the Prevention 
of  Superstitious Practices Fund to 

(i) provide relief, compensation and rehabilitation to 
the victims of  superstitious practices;

(ii) promote awareness and education on development 
of  scientific temper and the need to prevent 
superstitious practices;
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(iii) undertake such other activities consistent with the 
provisions of  this Act.

(2) The procedure and manner of  contribution and disbursal 
of  moneys under such Fund shall be in accordance with 
the rules prescribed in this behalf.

(3) Nothing contained in this Section shall derogate 
from the power of  the Court to pass an order to pay 
compensation under Section 357 of  the Code. 

Chapter III: Karnataka Anti-Superstition Authority

Karnataka Anti-
Superstition 
Authority

9. There shall be an authority known as the Karnataka Anti-
Superstition Authority.

 Composition

10. (1)  The Governor shall appoint the Chairperson and 
Members of  the Authority.

(2) The Authority shall consist of:
i. A retired judge of  the High Court of  Karnataka, to 

be appointed on the recommendation of  the Chief  
Justice of  the High Court of  Karnataka, Chaiperson;

ii. Two eminent persons, who shall be academicians, social 
workers or legal experts who have special knowledge, 
experience or expertise in relation to superstitious 
practices and ill-effects thereof, Members;

(3) The Secretary to the Department of  Social Welfare shall 
be the Member-Secretary of  the Authority.

Term of  office 
and conditions 
of  service

11. (1) A person appointed as the Chairperson or Member 
of  the Authority shall hold office for a term of  three years 
from the date on which he enters such office.
(2) The salary, allowances and conditions of  service of  
the Chairperson and Members shall be such as may be 
prescribed.
(3) The Chairperson or Members may by writing under his 
hand addressed to the Governor resign his office.
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Powers and 
Functions

12. It shall be the duty of  the Authority to:
 i. Ensure effective implementation of  the provisions of  

this Act;
 ii. Collate reports submitted by District Vigilance 

Committees established under this Act;
 iii. Oversee the administration of  the Prevention of  

Superstitious Practices Fund set up by Section 8 of  this 
Act;

 iv. Recommend appropriate measures for the prevention 
and eradication of  superstitious practices in State 
institutions and by Ministers, officers and employees 
in their official capacities;

 v. Scrutinize and audit primary and higher education 
curricula to further the development of  scientific temper 
and recommend appropriate corrective measures;

 vi. Facilitate research and studies on the effects of  
superstitious practices;

 vii. Perform all other functions ascribed to the District 
Vigilance Committee in Section 17;

 viii. Undertake such other functions for the eradication 
of  superstitious practices as are consistent with the 
objects of  this Act.

1) Only in exercising the functions conferred on the 
Authority under this Act, the Authority shall have all 
the powers of  a civil court, while trying a suit under the 
Code of  Civil Procedure, 1908 (5 of  1908) in respect of  
the following matters, namely:- 

 i. Summoning and enforcing the attendance of  any 
person and examining him on oath;

 ii. requiring the discovery and production of  any 
document;

 iii. proof  of  facts by affidavits; and
 iv. issuing commissions for examination of  facts and 

documents.
 v. any other, as may be prescribed
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Officers and 
Employees

13. (1) The State Government may appoint such number of  
officers and other employees it may consider necessary for 
the discharge of  functions of  the Authority under this Act.
(2) The terms and conditions of  office of  the officers and 
other employees of  the Authority appointed under sub-
section (1) shall be such as may be prescribed. 

Meetings and 
Procedures

14. (1) The Authority may meet at such time and place as 
the Chairperson may decide 
(2) The Authority shall have the power to specify, by 
regulations, the procedure for the discharge of  its functions 
under the Act. 

Chapter IV: Vigilance Committee on Superstitious Practices

Vigilance 
Committees

15. There shall be a Vigilance Committee on Superstitious 
Practices in each district, to be constituted by the State 
government by notification in the Official Gazette, for a 
term of  three years.

Composition

16. Each Committee shall consist of:
(1) The District Magistrate or any other person nominated 

by him, Chairperson. 
Provided any person nominated by the District Magistrate 
shall be a person who enjoys the powers of  Executive 
Magistrate under the Code; 
(2) three persons residing in the district to be nominated 

by the District Magistrate, including the District Social 
Welfare Officer and one district level officer of  the 
Directorate of  Civil Rights Enforcement, Members;

(3) five members from civil society to be nominated by the 
State Government, who shall be academicians, social 
workers or legal experts who have special knowledge, 
experience or expertise in relation to the superstitious 
practices and evil effects thereof, Members;

Provided, at least two members nominated under this sub-
section shall be women;
Provided further, at least three non-official members nominated 
under this sub-section shall be persons belonging to 
Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes.
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Functions

17. It shall be the duty of  each Committee:

(1) To undertake district-wide surveys to identify superstitious 
practices and make suitable recommendations to the 
State Government for their inclusion in the Schedule;

(2) To hold awareness programmes and campaigns for 
people within the district regarding the ill-effects of  
superstitious practices, especially involving vulnerable 
sections of  society;  

(3) To receive individual complaints from any person or 
take suo motu cognizance of  violations of  this Act by 
any person or organisation and report them to the 
jurisdictional police for necessary action. 

     Explanation: This provision is without prejudice to the 
general powers and jurisdiction of  the police to directly 
entertain such complaints. 

(4) To entertain and inquire into grievances from individuals 
and organisations that expose and fight superstitious 
practices and to extend appropriate protection under 
law and take all such necessary measures including 
issuing directions to the law enforcement agencies for 
this purpose. 

(5) To make enquiries into allegations of  wilful negligence 
of  the duties under this Act by public officials

(6) To issue appropriate directions to any persons, 
authorities or agencies to carry out the purposes of  this 
Act, especially to prevent the violation of  the provisions 
of  this Act. 

(7) To undertake comprehensive socioeconomic 
rehabilitation measures for the victims of  superstitious 
practices.  
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Powers and 
jurisdiction

18. (1) Only in exercising the functions conferred on the 
Committee under this Act, the Committee shall have all 
the powers of  a civil court, while trying a suit under the 
Code of  Civil Procedure, 1908 (5 of  1908) in respect of  the 
following matters, namely:- 

(a) Summoning and enforcing the attendance of  any 
person and examining him on oath;

(b) requiring the discovery and production of  any 
document;

(c) proof  of  facts by affidavits; and
(d) issuing commissions for examination of  facts and 

documents.
(e) any other, as may be prescribed.

(2) The jurisdiction of  the Committee extends to the entire 
revenue district.

Meetings and 
Procedures

19. (1) The decision of  the majority of  the members of  
each Committee shall be considered as the decision of  the 
Committee.  
(2) Each Committee may constitute subcommittees for the 
purposes of  specific and urgent action, which shall be later 
ratified by the Committee. 
(3) The quorum for the meetings of  each Committee and 
the sub-Committee(s) shall be, as may be prescribed.
(4) Each Committee may meet at such time and place as the 
Chairperson may decide 
Provided, it shall meet at least once every three months.  
(5) The fees and allowances paid to the Chairperson and 
Members shall be such as may be prescribed
(6) Each Committee shall have the power to specify, by 
regulations, the procedure for the discharge of  its functions 
under the Act. 
(7) No act or proceedings of  the Committee shall be 
questioned or invalidated merely on the ground of  existence 
of  any vacancy in, or defect in the constitution of  the 
Committee.
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Chapter V: Miscellaneous
Application of  
other Laws

20. The provisions of  this Act shall be in addition to and 
not in derogation of  any other law for the time being in 
force.  

Power to Make 
Rules

21. (1) The State Government may, by notification in the 
Official Gazette, make rules for the purpose of  carrying 
into effect the provisions of  this Act.

(2) In particular and without prejudice to the generality of  
the foregoing provisions, such Rules may provide for:

(a) Contribution and disbursal of  moneys under the 
Fund as per Section 8(2)

(b) Salary, fees, allowances and conditions of  service of  
the Chairperson and Members of  the Authority and 
the Committee under Section 11(2) 

(c) The terms and conditions of  office of  office-bearers 
and other employees of  the Authority under Section 
13(2)

(d) Quorum for meetings of  the Committee under 
Section 19(3)

(e) Fees and allowances to be paid to the Chairperson 
and Members of  the Committee under Section 19(5)

(3) Every rule made under this Act shall be laid as soon 
as may be after it is made before each House of  the State 
Legislature while it is in session for a total period of  thirty 
days which may be comprised in one session or in two or 
more successive sessions and if, before the expiry of  the 
session in which it is so laid or the session immediately 
following both Houses agree in making any modification 
in the rule or both Houses agree that the rule should not 
be made, the rule shall thereafter have effect only in such 
modified form or be of  no effect, as the case may be; so, 
however, that any such modification or annulment shall 
be without prejudice to the validity of  anything previously 
done under that rule.
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Power to Make 
Regulations

22. The Authority and Committee may issue regulations 
to give effect to the provisions of  this Act and the Rules 
framed hereunder by the State Government. 

Power to 
Remove 
Difficulties

23. (1) If  any difficulty arises in giving effect to the 
provisions of  this Act, the State Government may, by order 
published in the Official Gazette, make such provisions not 
inconsistent with the provisions of  this Act, as may appear 
to it to be necessary for removing the difficulty:
Provided, that no such order shall be made under this 
Section after the expiry of  a period of  two years from the 
commencement of  this Act.
(2) Every order made under this Section shall be laid, as 
soon as may be after it is made, before each House of  the 
State Legislature.

Savings

24. All Rules, Regulations, orders, notifications, or circulars 
relating to matters provided for in this Act, which are in 
force on the date of  commencement of  this Act, shall 
continue to be in force to the extent that they are consistent 
with the provisions of  this Act, unless superseded by any 
action taken or any Rule, Regulation, notification or order 
made under this Act.

Schedule [Section 3]
1. The following offences shall be cognizable: 

a.  (i) Sacrificing a human being for gain or for appeasing a deity  

 Notwithstanding anything contained in this Act, the punishment for the 
performance of  human sacrifice shall be death or imprisonment for life, and 
shall also be liable to fine 
(ii) Spreading belief  in human sacrifice or persuading others to perform 

human sacrifice.

b.  Attempting to cure illness or carry out supposed exorcism or bhutochhaatane 
using violent means.
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c.  (i) Carrying out aghori, siddubhukti or similar practices in violation of  S. 297 
of  the Indian Penal Code, 1860;
(ii)  forcing others to indulge in such practices; or
(iii) using the threat of  supposed powers gained from such practices to 

economically or sexually exploit persons.

d.  Declaring possession by a purported divine or spiritual entity, and using such 
declaration to 
(i) promise remedies or benefits in exchange for consideration; or 
(ii) threaten divine displeasure or spiritual censure for personal gain.

e.  Invoking black magic or performing maata, whether or not in exchange for 
consideration, that is intended to harm targeted third persons and which 
gravely threatens them.

f.  Persuading, propagating or facilitating rituals that involve self-inflicted 
injuries such as hanging from a hook inserted into the body (sidi) or pulling 
a chariot by a hook inserted into the body.

g.  Persuading, propagating or facilitating rituals involving harm inflicted on 
children in the name of  curing them, such as throwing them on thorns or 
from heights.

h.  Superstitious practices against women:
(i) Forcing isolation, prohibiting re-entry into the village or facilitating 

segregation of  menstruating or pregnant women 
(ii) Throwing coloured water on women from vulnerable sections of  society, 

resulting in their humiliation or offending their human dignity, such as 
okuli

(iii) Subjecting women to inhuman and humiliating practices such as parading 
them naked in the name of  worship or otherwise, such as bettale seve

(iv) Exposing women to sexual exploitation invoking supernatural means, 
with the promise of  conferring social or personal benefits including 
pregnancy.

i.  Forcing any person to carry on practices such as killing of  an animal by 
biting its neck (gaavu), that cause harm to public health.

j.  Facilitating made snana or similar practices that violate human dignity
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k.  Discrimination on the basis of  caste or gender in the name of  superstition
(i)  Forcing any person belonging to vulnerable sections of  society to carry 

out humiliating practices such as carrying footwear on his or her head 
(ii)  Carrying out practices such as panktibheda or segregation of  people on 

the basis of  caste while serving food

2. The following offences shall be non-cognizable

a.  Making harmful predictions that result in
(i) stigmatisation or condemnation of  any person on the basis of  time or 

place of  birth;
(ii) performance of  humiliating practices by victims in the belief  that it will 

fulfil said predictions; or
(iii) severe financial loss caused to victims

b.  Declaring the guilt or innocence of  any person by subjecting them to physical 
or mental harm such as forcing him to hold a flame with bare hands.

Statement of  Objects and Reasons
1. A disturbingly high number of  superstitious practices which cause significant 

harm and exploitation of  common people especially in vulnerable sections 
of  society continue to be perpetuated across the state today. Practices such 
as aghori, made snana, bettale seve and other similar practices which are offensive 
to human dignity are widely prevalent. At the same time there are several 
forms of  superstitious practices, both in urban and rural areas which result 
in severe financial exploitation and mental agony for victims. Such practices 
have no place in a civilised society governed by the rule of  law. 

2. The right to life with dignity is a fundamental right guaranteed by Article 
21 of  the Constitution of  India and reinforced in several judgments of  the 
Supreme Court of  India. The wide existence of  such practices squarely 
infringes such right. Further, while all persons are entitled to the freedom 
of  conscience or belief, certain superstitious practices negatively impact 
public order, morality and health. With several recent incidents of  this 
nature coming to light, the specific criminalisation of  such practices along 
with spreading awareness of  the ill-effects of  superstitious practices of  this 
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nature have become imperative. The Karnataka Prevention of  Superstitious 
Practices Bill, 2013 seeks to achieve these objectives.

3. Specifically, the Bill seeks to make the promotion, propagation or performance 
of  certain superstitious practices which causes grave physical or mental harm 
to others, financially or sexually exploits them, or offends their basic human 
dignity, with a promise to cure them or provide a benefit or with a threat 
of  adverse consequences, by invoking purported supernatural powers, a 
criminal offence. Stringent punishment to those guilty of  such offences, it is 
believed, will ensure effective deterrence thereby preventing the recurrence 
of  such practices, gradually leading to their eradication. 

4. At the same time, it is essential that common people are educated on the 
evil effects of  such practices, and when they do occur, have a forum to 
report such occurrences to. Thus the Bill seeks to set up the Karnataka 
Anti-Superstition Authority as the nodal state level authority responsible 
for ensuring overall implementation of  the Act. The Authority is to be 
supplemented by Vigilance Committees on Superstitious Practices at the 
district level which can receive complaints, redress grievances, assist the 
jurisdictional police in investigation and prosecution, take suo motu action as 
appropriate and undertake educational and awareness campaigns sensitising 
people, especially in vulnerable sections of  society, to the ill-effects of  
superstitious practices.

5. The Bill would thus enable the development of  the scientific temper, 
humanism and the spirit of  inquiry and reform, a fundamental duty of  every 
citizen under Article 51A(h) of  the Constitution of  India. At the same time 
by preventing the perpetuation of  superstitious practices, it would allow 
them to lead a life of  dignity, guaranteed under the Constitution.

6. The Bill seeks to achieve the above objectives.
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PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ¥Àæw§AzsÀPÀ 

«zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ, 2013
ºÁ¤PÀgÀ, ±ÉÆÃµÀuÁvÀäPÀ ºÁUÀÆ ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀ£À WÀ£ÀvÉUÉ 

PÀÄAzÀÄAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀAA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

¤ªÀÄÆð®£À ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ zÀÈ¶Ö¬ÄAzÀ CªÀÅUÀ¼À ¤ªÁgÀuÉUÉ; ºÁUÉ 

¤ªÁgÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß RavÀ ¥Àr¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀPÁÌV gÁdå 

ªÀÄlÖzÀ°è PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ «gÉÆÃ¢ü ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß 

ªÀÄvÀÄÛ f¯Áè ªÀÄlÖzÀ°è ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À §UÉV£À 

eÁUÀÈvÀ ¸À«ÄwUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÁÜ¦¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV, ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ 

DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À zÀÄµÀàjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß §AiÀÄ°UÉ¼ÉAiÀÄÄªÀªÀjUÉ gÀPÀëuÉ 

¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAxÀ ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ w½ªÀ¼ÀPÉ 

ªÀÄÆr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV ºÁUÀÆ CzÀPÉÌ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖ CxÀªÁ 

CzÀPÉÌ ¥Áæ¸ÀAVPÀªÁzÀ «µÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ «±ÉÃµÀ G¥À§AzsÀ 

PÀ°à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV MAzÀÄ «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ

CzsÁåAiÀÄ-1

aPÀÌ ºÉ¸ÀgÀÄ, ªÁå¦Û ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

¥ÁægÀA¨sÀ:-

¥Àj¨sÁµÉUÀ¼ÀÄ:

1. F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß, PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À 
¥Àæw§AzsÀPÀ «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ, 2013 JAzÀÄ PÀgÉAiÀÄvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(2) EzÀÄ ErÃ PÀ£ÁðlPÀ gÁdåPÉÌ ªÁå¥ÀÛªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ.

(3) F C¢ü¤ªÀÄzÀ (3)£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtªÀÅ F PÀÆqÀ¯ÉÃ eÁjAiÀÄ°è 
§gÀvÀPÀÄÌzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ G½zÀ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 
gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ gÁdå¥ÀvÀæzÀ°è C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 
UÉÆvÀÄÛ¥Àr¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAxÀ ¢£ÁAPÀzÀAzÀÄ eÁjAiÀÄ°è 
§gÀvÀPÀÄÌzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ ̈ ÉÃgÉ ̈ ÉÃgÉ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ½UÉ 
¨ÉÃgÉ ̈ ÉÃgÉ ¢£ÁAPÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÉÆvÀÄÛ¥Àr¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAvÀºÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ G¥À§AzsÀzÀ°è F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ ¥ÁægÀA¨sÀPÉÌ 
¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ G¯ÉèÃRªÀ£ÀÄß D G¥À§AzsÀªÀÅ eÁjAiÀÄ°è 
§gÀÄªÀ ¢£ÁAPÀPÉÌ ªÀiÁrzÀ G¯ÉèÃRªÉAzÀÄ CxÉÊð¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

2. - (1) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ°è ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðPÉÌ ¨ÉÃgÉ CxÀðzÀ 
CUÀvÀå«®è¢zÀÝgÉ,

(J) “¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ” JAzÀgÉ, C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ 9£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ 
CrAiÀÄ°è ¸ÁÜ¦¸À¯ÁzÀ ‘PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ «gÉÆÃ¢ü 
¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ’; 

(©) “¸À«Äw’ JAzÀgÉ, C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ 15£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 
ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À §UÉV£À eÁUÀÈvÀ ¸À«Äw,;

(¹) “¤¢ü” JAzÀgÉ, C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ 8£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 
gÁdå¸ÀPÁðgÀ¢AzÀ ¸ÁÜ¦¸À¯ÁzÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À 
vÀqÉ ¤¢ü;
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(r) “ªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ” JA§ÄzÀgÀ°è ̧ ÀºÀd ªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ 
ªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÉÃgÀÄvÁÛgÉ;

(E) “¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À¯ÁzÀÄzÀÄ” JAzÀgÉ, F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 
ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁzÀ ¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ½AzÀ ¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À¯ÁzÀÄzÀÄ;

(J¥sï) “¥Àæ¸ÁgÀ” JAzÀgÉ, ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¨ÉA§°¸ÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ «µÀAiÀÄzÀ eÁ»ÃgÁvÀÄ, 
¥ÀæPÀluÉ, ¥Àæ¸ÁgÀ CxÀªÁ ¸ÀªÀiÁZÁgÀ;

(f) “¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼ÀÄ” JAzÀgÉ, ̧ ÀAzÀ¨sÀðªÀÅ ̧ ÀÆa¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ, 
F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ¥Àæw f¯ÉèAiÀÄ°è 
PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ «gÉÆÃ¢ü ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ¢AzÀ 
gÀa¸À¯ÁzÀ ¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼ÀÄ CxÀªÁ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ 
DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À §UÉV£À eÁUÀÈvÀ ¸À«Äw¬ÄAzÀ gÀa¸À¯ÁzÀ 
¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼ÀÄ;

(JZï) “¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ” JAzÀgÉ, F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 
gÀa¸À¯ÁzÀ ¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ;

(L) “C£ÀÄ¸ÀÆa” JAzÀgÉ, F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄQÌgÀÄªÀ C£ÀÄ¸ÀÆa’

(eÉ) “ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉ” JAzÀgÉ, E£ÉÆß§â ªÀåQÛ 
CxÀªÁ ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À PÁ¬Ä¯ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß CxÀªÁ ¸ÀAPÀlªÀ£ÀÄß 
¥ÀjºÀj¸ÀÄªÀ ¨sÀgÀªÀ¸É ¤Ãr CxÀªÁ CªÀjUÉ ¯Á¨sÀ 
GAmÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉAzÀÄ w½¹ CxÀªÁ ¥ÀæwPÀÆ® ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄ 
GAmÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉAzÀÄ ºÉzÀj¹ CwªÀiÁ£ÀÄµÀ ±ÀQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
DºÁé¤¸ÀÄªÀ  ªÀÄÆ®PÀ CªÀjUÉ-

(J) wÃªÀævÀgÀªÁzÀ zÉÊ»PÀ CxÀªÁ ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ ºÁ¤AiÀÄÄAlÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ CxÀªÁ

(©) ºÀtPÁ¹£À CxÀªÁ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¯ÉÊAVPÀ 
±ÉÆÃµÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄßAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ CxÀªÁ 

(¹)  ªÀÄ£ÀÄµÀå£À WÀ£ÀvÉUÉ WÁ¹AiÀÄÄAlÄªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
PÀÈvÀå; CxÀªÁ C£ÀÄ¸ÀÆaAiÀÄ°è ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¹zÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ PÀÈvÀå.

“§°AiÀiÁzÀ ªÀåQÛ” JAzÀgÉ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁrzÀÄzÀjAzÁV 
AiÀiÁªÀ ªÀåQÛUÉ wÃªÀævÀgÀªÁzÀ zÉÊ»PÀ CxÀªÁ ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ 
ºÁ¤AiÀÄÄAmÁVzÉAiÉÆÃ, AiÀiÁgÀÄ DyðPÀªÁV CxÀªÁ 
¯ÉÊAVPÀªÁV ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉUÉ M¼ÀUÁVgÀÄªÀ£ÉÆÃ CxÀªÁ AiÀiÁgÀ 
WÀ£ÀvÉUÉ zsÀPÉÌAiÀÄÄAmÁVzÉAiÉÆÃ CAxÀ ªÀåQÛ;

(2) E°è §¼À¹gÀÄªÀ DzÀgÉ ¥Àj¨sÁ¶¹®è¢gÀÄªÀ ¥ÀzÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
C©üªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ, OµÀzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ LAzÀæeÁ°PÀ ¥ÀjºÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 
(DPÉëÃ¥ÀtÂÃAiÀÄ eÁ»ÃgÁvÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ) C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄ, 1954gÀ°è 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÀAqÀ ¥ÀæQæAiÀiÁ ¸ÀA»vÉ, 1973gÀ°è CªÀPÉÌ C£ÀÄPÀæªÀÄªÁV 
PÉÆnÖgÀÄªÀ CxÀðUÀ¼À£ÉßÃ ºÉÆA¢gÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.
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CzsÁåAiÀÄ-2 : ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ¤µÉÃzsÀ

ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ 

DZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ 

C¥ÀgÁzsÀ:-

(1) ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß GvÉÛÃf¸ÀÄªÀ, ¥Àæ¸ÁgÀ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ CxÀªÁ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄÄ MAzÀÄ 
ªÀµÀðPÉÌ PÀrªÉÄAiÀÄ®èzÀ CªÀ¢üAiÀÄ DzÀgÉ 5 ªÀµÀðUÀ½UÉ 
«¸ÀÛj¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀ PÁgÁªÁ¸À¢AzÀ CxÀªÁ ºÀvÀÄÛ 
¸Á«gÀgÀÆ¥Á¬ÄUÀ½UÉ PÀrªÉÄ¬Ä®èzÀ DzÀgÉ LªÀvÀÄÛ ¸Á«gÀ 
gÀÆ¥Á¬ÄUÀ½UÉ «¸ÀÛj¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀ dÄ¯Áä£É¬ÄAzÀ CxÀªÁ 
EªÉgÀqÀjAzÀ®Æ zÀArvÀ£ÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(2) §°AiÀiÁzÀ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ ¸ÀªÀÄäwAiÀÄÄ F ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 
¥ÀæwgÀPÉëAiÀiÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è.

(3) F ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ°è K£ÉÃ EzÀÝgÀÆ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ 
DZÀgÀuÉ¬ÄAzÀ §°AiÀiÁzÀ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄÄ, CAxÀ 
DZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¹zÀÄzÀgÀ CxÀªÁ CzÀPÉÌ zÀÄµÉàçÃgÀuÉ 
¤ÃrzÀÄzÀgÀ zÉÆÃ¶AiÀiÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è.

PÀA¥À¤UÀ½AzÀ 

C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ.- 

(4) (1) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ ªÉÄÃgÉUÉ zÀAqÀ¤ÃAiÀÄªÁzÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄÄ MAzÀÄ 
PÀA¥À¤AiÀiÁVzÀÝgÉ, C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀÅ £ÀqÉzÀ PÁ®zÀ°è 
ªÀåªÀºÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV PÀA¥À¤AiÀÄ DqÀ½vÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
ºÉÆA¢zÀÝ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀA¥À¤UÉ ºÉÆuÉUÁgÀ£ÁVzÀÝ ¥ÀæwAiÉÆ§â 

ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀA¥À¤AiÀÄ£ÀÄß D C¥ÀgÁzsÀzÀ vÀ¦àvÀ¸ÀÜ£ÉAzÀÄ 
¨sÁ«¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ vÀ£Àß «gÀÄzÀÞzÀ ªÀåªÀºÀgÀuÉUÉ 
UÀÄjAiÀiÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ ºÁUÀÆ CzÀPÀÌ£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀªÁV 
zÀArvÀgÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ; 

¥ÀgÀAvÀÄ, F G¥À¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ°è EgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÆ, 
CAxÀ C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀÅ vÀ£ÀUÉ UÉÆwÛ®èzÀAvÉ £ÀqÉ¬ÄvÉAzÀÄ 
CxÀªÁ CAxÀ C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀÅ £ÀqÉAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß vÀqÉUÀlÖ®Ä 
vÁ£ÀÄ J®è AiÀÄÄPÀÛ ±ÀæzÉÝAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀ»¹zÀÝ£ÉAzÀÄ CAxÀ 
AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄÄ gÀÄdÄªÁvÀÄ¥Àr¹zÀgÉ, CªÀ£À£ÀÄß F 
C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ°è G¥À§A¢ü¹zÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ zÀAqÀ£ÉUÉ 
UÀÄj¥Àr¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀ®è

(2) (2) (1)£ÉÃ G¥ÀŠ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ°è K£ÉÃ EzÀÝgÀÆ, F 
C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ ªÉÄÃgÉV£À C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀ£ÀÄß MAzÀÄ 
PÀA¥À¤AiÀÄÄ ªÀiÁrzÀÝ°è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ D C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀ£ÀÄß, 
PÀA¥À¤AiÀÄ£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃrPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀPÉÌ CxÀªÁ CzÀgÀ 
G¸ÀÄÛªÁjUÉ dªÁ¨ÁÝgÀ£ÁVgÀÄªÀ PÀA¥À¤AiÀÄ 
¤zÉÃð±ÀPÀ£À, ªÀåªÀ¸ÁÜ¥ÀPÀ£À, PÁAiÀÄðzÀ²ðAiÀÄ CxÀªÁ 
EvÀgÀ C¢üPÁjAiÀÄ ¸ÀªÀÄäw¬ÄAzÀ CxÀªÁ ¥ÀgÉÆÃPÀë 

¸ÀªÀÄäw¬ÄAzÀ ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁVzÉAiÉÄAzÀÄ CxÀªÁ CªÀ£À
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AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¤®ðPÀë å¢AzÀ ¸ÀA¨sÀ«¹vÉAzÀÄ gÀÄdÄªÁvÁzÀ°è 

CAxÀ ¤zÉðÃ±ÀPÀ£À£ÀÄß, ªÀåªÀ¸ÁÜ¥ÀPÀ£À£ÀÄß, PÁAiÀÄðzÀ²ðAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

CxÀªÁ EvÀgÀ C¢üPÁjAiÀÄ£ÀÄß D C¥ÀgÁzsÀzÀ zÉÆÃ¶AiÉÄAzÀÄ 

¨sÁ«¸ÀvÀPÀÄÌzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀ£À£ÀÄß ªÀåªÀºÀgÀuÉUÉ UÀÄj¥Àr¸ÀvÀPÀÄÌzÀÄ 

ªÀÄvÀÄÛ vÀzÀ£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀªÁV zÀArvÀ£ÁUÀvÀPÀÄÌzÀÄ. 

«ªÀgÀuÉ:- F ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ½UÁV,-

(J) “PÀA¥À¤” JAzÀgÉ, MAzÀÄ ¤UÀ«ÄvÀ ¤PÁAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EzÀÄ 
MAzÀÄ ¥sÀªÀiïð C£ÀÄß ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À ¸ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄ£ÀÄß CxÀªÁ 
ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À ¤PÁAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß, CzÀÄ ¤UÀ«ÄvÀªÁVgÀ° CxÀªÁ 
E®è¢gÀ° M¼ÀUÉÆ¼ÀÄîvÀÛzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EzÀÄ MAzÀÄ «±Àé¸ÀÜ 
¸ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄ£ÀÆß ¸ÀºÀ, CzÀÄ vÀvÁÌ®zÀ°è eÁjAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ PÁ£ÀÆ¤£À CrAiÀÄ°è £ÉÆÃAzÁ¬ÄvÀªÁVgÀ° 
CxÀªÁ E®è¢gÀ°, M¼ÀUÉÆ¼ÀÄîvÀÛzÉ.

(©) “MAzÀÄ ¥sÀ«Äð£À ¸ÀA§AzsÀzÀ°è ¤zÉÃð±ÀPÀ” JAzÀgÉ 
¥sÀ«Äð£À ¥Á®ÄzÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¤UÀ«ÄvÀ ¤PÁAiÀÄ, ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À 
¸ÀA¸ÉÜ, CxÀªÁ ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À ¤PÁAiÀÄzÀ ̧ ÀA§AzsÀzÀ°è,  CªÀÅUÀ¼À 
ªÀåªÀºÁgÀUÀ¼À ¤AiÀÄAvÀætªÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁgÉÃ 
ªÀåQÛ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ MAzÀÄ «±Àé¸ÀÜ ̧ ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄ ̧ ÀA§AzsÀzÀ°è, «±Àé¸ÀÜ 
¸ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄ ªÀåªÀºÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃrPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
M¼ÀUÉÆ¼ÀÄîvÀÛzÉ.

zÀÄµÉàçÃgÀuÉ.- 5. F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è zÀAqÀ£ÁºÀðªÁUÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
C¥ÀgÁzsÀPÉÌ zÀÄµÉàçÃgÀuÉ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄÄ 
ºÁUÉ zÀÄµÉàçÃgÀuÉ ¤ÃrzÀ C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀ£ÀÄß J¸ÀUÀ¯ÁVgÀ° 
CxÀªÁ E®è¢gÀ° ºÁUÉ zÀÄµÉàçÃgÀuÉ ¤ÃrzÀ C¥ÀgÁzsÀPÉÌ 
¤ÃqÀ¯ÁUÀÄªÀ CzÉÃ ²PÉë¬ÄAzÀ zÀArvÀ£ÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

«ªÀgÀuÉ:- F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV, ‘zÀÄµÉàçÃgÀuÉ’ 
JA§ÄzÀÄ ¨sÁgÀvÀ zÀAqÀ ¸ÀA»vÉ (1860gÀ 45) gÀ°è 
CzÀPÉÌ ¤ÃqÀ¯ÁVgÀÄªÀ CxÀðªÀ£ÉßÃ ºÉÆA¢gÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ  

¸ÀAeÉÕÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

eÁ«ÄÃ¤ÃAiÀÄ-

ªÀ®èzÀªÀÅUÀ¼ÀÄ:-

6. C£ÀÄ¸ÀÆaAiÀÄ°è ¤¢ðµÀÖªÁV ¸ÀÆa¹zÀÝ ºÉÆgÀvÀÄ F 
C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è zÀAqÀ¤ÃAiÀÄªÁUÀÄªÀ J®è 
C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀAeÉÕÃAiÀÄªÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ eÁ«ÄÃ¤A
iÀÄªÀ®èzÀªÀÅUÀ¼ÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.
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C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼À «ZÁgÀuÉ 

£ÀqÉ¸À®Ä C¢üPÁgÀ ªÁå¦Û.-

7. ªÉÄmÉÆæÃ¥Á°l£ï ªÀiÁåf¸ÉÖçÃmï CxÀªÁ ¥ÀæxÀªÀÄ 

zÀeÉð ªÀiÁåf¸ÉÖçÃlgÀ £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄQÌAvÀ PÉ¼ÀV£À 

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄªÀÅ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 

zÀAqÀ¤ÃAiÀÄªÁUÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ C¥ÀgÁzsÀzÀ «ZÁgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

£ÀqÉ¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è.
ªÀÄÆqÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À 

vÀqÉ ¤¢ü.-

8. (1) gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ,-

(i) ªÀÄÆqÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉ¬ÄAzÀ §°AiÀiÁzÀªÀjUÉ ¥ÀjºÁgÀ, 
£ÀµÀÖ ¥ÀjºÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀÄ£ÀðªÀ¸Àw PÀ°à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV,

(ii) ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¨É¼É¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ §UÉÎ CjªÀÅ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ²PÀët ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß GvÉÛÃf¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀqÉAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV,-

(iii) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀAUÀvÀªÁVgÀÄªÀ 
EvÀgÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀPÁÌV  

- ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À vÀqÉ ¤¢üAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ̧ ÁÜ¦¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(2) CAvÀºÀ ¤¢üAiÀÄ CrAiÀÄ°è ªÀAwUÉ ¤ÃqÀ®Ä ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzÀgÀ 
ºÀtzÀ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀ §lªÁqÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ PÁAiÀÄð«zsÁ£À 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ jÃwAiÀÄÄ F ¸ÀA§AzsÀªÁV ¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀ 
¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ½UÉ C£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀªÁV EgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(3) F ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ°è EgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀÄ ̧ ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ 357£ÉÃ 
¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è £ÀµÀÖ ¥ÀjºÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀAzÁAiÀÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ DzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÆgÀr¸ÀÄªÀ £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄzÀ 
C¢üPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß C°àÃPÀj¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è.

CzsÁåAiÀÄ-3

PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ «gÉÆÃ¢ü ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ

PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ 

«gÉÆÃ¢ü ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ.-

9. PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ «gÉÆÃ¢ü ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ JAzÀÄ 
PÀgÉAiÀÄ¯ÁUÀÄªÀ MAzÀÄ ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ«gÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.



28

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013

6

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013

CAUÀgÀZÀ£É.- 10. (1) D ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ CzsÀåPÀëgÀ£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀ£ÀÄß 
gÁdå¥Á®gÀÄ £ÉÃ«Ä¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(2) ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀªÀÅ-

(i) PÀ£ÁðlPÀ GZÀÑ £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄzÀ GZÀÑ £ÁåAiÀiÁ¢üÃ±ÀgÀ 
²¥sÁgÀ¹ì£À ªÉÄÃgÉUÉ £ÉÃ«Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀ PÀ£ÁðlPÀ GZÀÑ 
£ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄzÀ M§âgÀÄ ¤ªÀÈvÀÛ £ÁåAiÀiÁ¢üÃ±ÀgÀ£ÀÄß 
CzsÀåPÀëgÀ£ÁßV; 

(ii) ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀÅUÀ¼À 
zÀÄµÀàjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ «±ÉÃµÀ eÁÕ£À«gÀÄªÀ 
C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀ«gÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥Àjtw¬ÄgÀÄªÀ ²PÀëtªÉÃvÀÛgÀÄ, 
¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ PÁAiÀÄðPÀvÀðgÀÄ CxÀªÁ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ vÀdÕgÀÄ 
DVgÀÄªÀ E§âgÀÄ UÀtå ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß, ºÉÆA¢gÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ;

(3) ¸ÀªÀiÁd PÀ¯Áåt E¯ÁSÉAiÀÄ PÁAiÀÄðzÀ²ðAiÀÄªÀgÀÄ 
¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ ¸ÀzÀ¸Àå PÁAiÀÄðzÀ²ðAiÀiÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

C¢üPÁgÁªÀ¢ü ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

¸ÉÃªÁ µÀgÀvÀÄÛUÀ¼ÀÄ.-

11. (1) ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ CzsÀåPÀëgÁV CxÀªÁ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÁV 
£ÉÃ«ÄvÀ£ÁzÀ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄÄ, CAvÀºÀ ¥ÀzÀzsÁgÀuÉ ªÀiÁrzÀ 
¢£ÁAPÀ¢AzÀ ªÀÄÆgÀÄ ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À CªÀ¢üUÉ ¥ÀzÀzsÁgÀuÉ 
ªÀiÁrgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(2) CzsÀåPÀëgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀ ªÉÃvÀ£À ¨sÀvÉåUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÉÃªÁ 
µÀgÀvÀÄÛUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAvÉ EgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(3) CzsÀåPÀëgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀÄ, gÁdå¥Á®jUÉ ¸ÀA¨sÉÆÃ¢ü¹ 
¸Àé ºÀ¸ÁÛPÀëgÀzÀ°è §gÉzÀ ¥ÀvÀæzÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ vÀªÀÄä ºÀÄzÉÝUÉ 
gÁfÃ£ÁªÉÄ ¤ÃqÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ.

C¢üPÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

PÀvÀðªÀåUÀ¼ÀÄ.-

12. F ªÀÄÄA¢£ÀªÀÅUÀ¼ÀÄ ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ PÀvÀðªÀåUÀ¼ÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.-

(i) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁjAiÀiÁV 
C£ÀÄµÁ×£ÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(ii) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ¸ÁÜ¥À£ÉAiÀiÁzÀ f¯Áè 
eÁUÀÈvÀ ¸À«ÄwUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸À°è¹zÀ ªÀgÀ¢UÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÀÆPÀëªÀÄªÁV 
¥Àj²Ã°¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(iii) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ (8)£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 
¸ÁÜ¦¸À¯ÁzÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À vÀqÉ ¤¢üAiÀÄ 
DqÀ½vÀªÀ£ÀÄß £ÉÆÃrPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀÄ;
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(iv) gÁdå ¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀaªÀgÀÄ, C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
£ËPÀgÀgÀÄ vÀªÀÄä ¥À¢ÃAiÀÄ ¸ÁªÀÄxÀåðUÀ¼À°è C£ÀÄ¸Àj¸ÀÄªÀ 
ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß vÀqÉAiÀÄ®Ä ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¤ªÀÄÆð®£ÉUÉÆ½¸À®Ä ̧ ÀÆPÀÛªÁzÀ PÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ²¥sÁgÀ¸ÀÄì 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(v) ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀªÀ£ÀÄß ̈ É¼É¸À®Ä ̧ ÀºÁAiÀÄPÀªÁUÀÄªÀ 
jÃwAiÀÄ°è ¥ÁæxÀ«ÄPÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ËæqsÀ ²PÀët ¥ÀoÀåPÀæªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß 
¥Àj²Ã°¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥Àj±ÉÆÃ¢ü¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
CªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÀÆPÀÛªÁzÀ jÃwAiÀÄ°è ¸Àj¥Àr¸À®Ä 
²¥sÁgÀ¸ÀÄìUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(vi) ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ 
¸ÀA±ÉÆÃzsÀ£É ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzsÀåAiÀÄ£À PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî®Ä C£ÀÄPÀÆ® 
PÀ°à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(vii) 16£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ°è f¯Áè eÁUÀÈvÀ ̧ À«ÄwUÀ½UÉ ªÀ»¸À¯ÁzÀ 
J®è EvÀgÀ ¥ÀæPÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÆß £ÉgÀªÉÃj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(viii) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀAUÀvÀªÁVgÀÄªÀAvÉ 
ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ªÀÄÆð®£À ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ 
CAvÀºÀ EvÀgÀ ¥ÀæPÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀÄ.

(2) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀPÉÌ ¥ÀæzÁ£À 
ªÀiÁrgÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæPÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀ°è 
ªÀiÁvÀæ,  ¹«¯ï ¥ÀæQæAiÀiÁ ¸ÀA»vÉ, 1908 (1908gÀ 
5) CrAiÀÄ°è zÁªÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß «ZÁgÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÁUÀ 
¹«¯ï £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄªÀÅ ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ C¢üPÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß, 
¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀªÀÅ, F ªÀÄÄA¢£À «µÀAiÀÄUÀ½UÉ ̧ ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖAvÉ 
ºÉÆA¢gÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ, JAzÀgÉ.-

(i) AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀªÀÄ£ÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ºÁdgÁwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß MvÁÛ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀ¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀ£À£ÀÄß 
¥ÀæªÀiÁtªÀZÀ£ÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É ¥ÀjÃPÉëUÉ M¼À¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(ii) AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ zÀ¸ÁÛªÉÃd£ÀÄß ¥ÀvÉÛ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀAvÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ºÁdgÀÄ¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ CUÀvÀå¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(iii) C¦üqÀ«lÄÖUÀ¼À ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ¸ÀAUÀwUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
gÀÄdÄªÁvÀÄ¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

(iv) ¸ÀAUÀwUÀ¼À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÀ¸ÁÛªÉÃdÄUÀ¼À ¥ÀjÃPÉëUÉ 
PÀ«ÄÃµÀ£ÀÄßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÆgÀr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(v) ¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAvÀºÀ EvÀgÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ «µÀAiÀÄ.
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C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

GzÉÆåÃVUÀ¼ÀÄ.-

13. (1) gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 
¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀªÀÅ vÀ£Àß ¥ÀæPÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ªÀð»¸À®Ä CUÀvÀå 
JAzÀÄ ¥ÀjUÀtÂ¸ÀÄªÀ CAvÀºÀ ¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ C¢üPÁjUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EvÀgÀ GzÉÆåÃVUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÉÃªÀÄPÀ ªÀiÁqÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ.

(2) (1)£ÉÃ G¥À ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è £ÉÃªÀÄPÀ ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁzÀ 
¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ C¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EvÀgÀ GzÉÆåÃVUÀ¼À 
C¢üPÁgÁªÀ¢ü ªÀÄvÀÄÛ µÀgÀvÀÄÛUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAvÉ 
EgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

¸À¨sÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

PÁAiÀÄð«zsÁ£À.-

14. (1) ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀªÀÅ, CzsÀåPÀëgÀÄ ¤ªÀð»¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAvÀºÀ 
¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAvÀºÀ ¸ÀÜ¼ÀzÀ°è ¸À¨sÉ ¸ÉÃgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(2) ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀªÀÅ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è vÀ£Àß 
¥ÀæPÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÉgÀªÉÃj¸À®Ä PÁAiÀÄð«zsÁ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¤AiÀiÁªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼À ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀ 
C¢üPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢gÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

CzsÁåAiÀÄ -4

ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À §UÉUÉ eÁUÀÈvÀ ¸À«Äw

eÁUÀÈvÀ ¸À«ÄwUÀ¼ÀÄ:- 15. ¥Àæw f¯ÉèAiÀÄ°èAiÀÄÆ, gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀ¢AzÀ gÁdå¥ÀvÀæzÀ°è 
C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ªÀÄÆgÀÄ ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À CªÀ¢üUÉ 
gÀa¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À §UÉV£À MAzÀÄ 
eÁUÀÈvÀ ¸À«Äw EgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

CAUÀgÀZÀ£É:- 16. ¥Àæw ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄÄ F ªÀÄÄA¢£ÀªÀgÀ£ÀÄß M¼ÀUÉÆArgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(1) f¯Áè ªÀiÁåf¸ÉÖçÃlgÀÄ CxÀªÁ CªÀjAzÀ 
£ÁªÀÄ¤zÉÃð²vÀ£ÁzÀ AiÀiÁgÉÃ EvÀgÀ ªÀåQÛ, CzsÀåPÀëgÀÄ: 

¥ÀgÀAvÀÄ f¯Áè ªÀiÁåf¸ÉÖçÃljAzÀ £ÁªÀÄ¤zÉÃð²vÀ£ÁzÀ 
AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄÄ ¸ÀA»vÉAiÀÄ CrAiÀÄ°è PÁAiÀÄðPÁj 
ªÀiÁåf¸ÉÖçÃlgÀ C¢üPÁgÀ ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ ªÀåQÛAiÀiÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(2) f¯Áè ¸ÀªÀiÁd PÀ¯Áåt C¢üPÁj ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¹«¯ï ºÀPÀÄÌUÀ¼À 
eÁj ¤zÉÃð±À£Á®AiÀÄzÀ f¯Áè ªÀÄlÖzÀ M§âgÀÄ 
C¢üPÁjAiÀÄ£ÀÄß M¼ÀUÉÆAqÀAvÉ f¯Áè ªÀiÁåf¸ÉÖçÃlgÀÄ 
£ÁªÀÄ¤zÉÃð²¸ÀÄªÀ f¯ÉèAiÀÄ°è ªÁ¹¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆªÀgÀÄ 
ªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀÄ,-

(3) gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀ¢AzÀ £ÁªÀÄ¤zÉÃð²vÀgÁUÀÄªÀ £ÁUÀjPÀ 
¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ LªÀgÀÄ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀÄ, CªÀgÀÄ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ 
DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀÅUÀ¼À zÀÄµÀàjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ «±ÉÃµÀ 
eÁÕ£À«gÀÄªÀ, C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀ«gÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥Àjtw¬ÄgÀÄªÀ 
²PÀëtªÉÃvÀÛgÀÄ, ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ PÁAiÀÄðPÀvÀðgÀÄ CxÀªÁ 
PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ vÀdÕgÀÄ DVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ:
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¥ÀgÀAvÀÄ, F G¥À ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 
£ÁªÀÄ¤zÉÃð²vÀgÁUÀÄªÀ PÀ¤µÀ× E§âgÀÄ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀÄ 
ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ;

ªÀÄvÀÆÛ ¥ÀgÀAvÀÄ, F G¥À ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è 
£ÁªÀÄ¤zÉÃð²vÀgÁzÀ PÀ¤µÀ× ªÀÄÆªÀgÀÄ ¸ÀPÁðgÉÃvÀgÀ 
¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀÄ C£ÀÄ¸ÀÆavÀ eÁw ªÀÄvÀÄÛ C£ÀÄ¸ÀÆavÀ 
¥ÀAUÀqÀUÀ½UÉ ¸ÉÃjzÀ ªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

¥ÀæPÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼ÀÄ:- 17. F ªÀÄÄA¢£ÀªÀÅUÀ¼ÀÄ ¥Àæw ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ PÀvÀðªÀåUÀ¼ÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ;

(1) ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÀÄgÀÄw¸À®Ä f¯ÁèzÀåAvÀ 
¸À«ÄÃPÉëUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
C£ÀÄ¸ÀÆaAiÀÄ°è ¸ÉÃj¸À®Ä gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀPÉÌ ¸ÀÆPÀÛªÁzÀ 
²¥sÁgÀ¸ÀÄìUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(2) ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À zÀÄµÀàjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ 
f¯ÉèAiÀÄ°è£À d£ÀvÉUÉ CzÀgÀ®Æè «±ÉÃµÀªÁV CzÀPÉÌ 
¸ÀÄ®¨sÀªÁV §°AiÀiÁUÀÄªÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ zÀÄ§ð® 
ªÀUÀðUÀ½UÉ w½ªÀ½PÉ PÁAiÀÄðPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
DAzÉÆÃ®£ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄÄ CxÀªÁ ¸ÀA¸ÉÜAiÀÄÄ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß 
G®èAX¹gÀÄªÀ §UÉÎ AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛ¬ÄAzÀ ªÉÊAiÀÄQÛPÀ 
zÀÆgÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¹éÃPÀj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CxÀªÁ vÁ£ÉÃ ¸ÀévÀB CzÀgÀ 
¸ÀAeÁÕ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß vÉUÉzÀÄPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CUÀvÀå PÀæªÀÄPÁÌV 
C¢üPÁgÀ ªÁå¦Û¬ÄgÀÄªÀ ¥ÉÆ°Ã¹UÉ CzÀ£ÀÄß ªÀgÀ¢ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

«ªÀgÀuÉ:- F G¥À§AzsÀªÀÅ, CAvÀºÀ zÀÆgÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÉÃgÀªÁV 
vÉUÉzÀÄPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ ¥ÉÆ°Ã¸ÀgÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£Àå C¢üPÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ C¢üPÁgÀ ªÁå¦ÛUÉ ¥ÀæwPÀÆ®ªÁVgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è.

(4) ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß §AiÀÄ°UÉ¼ÉAiÀÄÄªÀ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzÀgÀ «gÀÄzÀÞ ºÉÆÃgÁqÀÄªÀ ªÀåQÛUÀ½AzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ½AzÀ §gÀÄªÀ zÀÆgÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¹éÃPÀj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzÀgÀ «ZÁgÀuÉ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ PÁ£ÀÆ¤£À 
CrAiÀÄ°è CªÀjUÉ ¸ÀÆPÀÛ gÀPÀëuÉ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
F GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ eÁjUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ½UÉ 
¤zÉÃð±À£ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÆqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ¸ÉÃjzÀAvÉ J¯Áè CUÀvÀå 
PÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀÄ.

(5) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è£À PÀvÀðªÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
GzÉÝÃ±À¥ÀÆªÀðPÀªÁV ¤®ðQë¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀPÁðj £ËPÀgÀgÀ 
«gÀÄzÀÞzÀ DgÉÆÃ¥ÀUÀ¼À §UÉÎ «ZÁgÀuÉ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.
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(6) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÉgÀªÉÃj¸À®Ä, 
«±ÉÃµÀªÁV F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ¼À 
G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß vÀqÉUÀlÖ®Ä AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛUÀ½UÉ, 
¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀUÀ½UÉ CxÀªÁ KeÉ¤ìUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀÆPÀÛªÁzÀ 
¤zÉÃð±À£ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

(7) ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½UÉ §°AiÀiÁzÀªÀjUÉ 
¸ÀªÀÄUÀæ ¸ÀªÀiÁeÉÆÃ-DyðPÀ ¥ÀÄ£ÀªÀð¸Àw PÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
PÉÊUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀÄ.

C¢üPÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

C¢üPÁgÀ ªÁå¦Û:-

18.  (1)F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ¸À«ÄwUÉ ¥ÀæzÁ£À 
ªÀiÁrgÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæPÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ZÀ¯Á¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀ°è ªÀiÁvÀæ, 
¸À«ÄwAiÀÄÄ, ¹«¯ï ¥ÀæQæAiÀiÁ ¸ÀA»vÉ, 1908 (1908gÀ 
5) CrAiÀÄ°è zÁªÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß «ZÁgÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÁUÀ 
¹«¯ï £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄªÀÅ ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ C¢üPÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
F ªÀÄÄA¢£À «µÀAiÀÄUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖAvÉ 
ºÉÆA¢gÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ, JAzÀgÉ.-

(J) AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀªÀÄ£ÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ºÁdgÁwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß MvÁÛAiÀÄUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀ£À£ÀÄß 
¥ÀæªÀiÁtªÀZÀ£ÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É ¥ÀjÃPÉëUÉ M¼À¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(©) AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ zÀ¸ÁÛªÉÃd£ÀÄß ¥ÀvÉÛ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀAvÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ºÁdgÀÄ¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ CUÀvÀå¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(¹) C¦üqÀ«lÄÖUÀ¼À ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ¸ÀAUÀwUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
gÀÄdÄªÁvÀÄ¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

(r) ¸ÀAUÀwUÀ¼À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÀ¸ÁÛªÉÃdÄUÀ¼À ¥ÀjÃPÉëUÉ 
PÀ«ÄÃµÀ£ÀÄßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÆgÀr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(E) ¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAvÀºÀ EvÀgÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ «µÀAiÀÄ. 

(2) ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ C¢üPÁgÀ ªÁå¦ÛAiÀÄÄ ErÃ PÀAzÁAiÀÄ f¯ÉèUÉ 
ªÁå¥ÀÛªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ.

¸À¨sÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

PÁAiÀÄð«zsÁ£À:-

19. (1) ¥Àæw ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀ §ºÀÄªÀÄvÀzÀ ¤zsÁðgÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ ¤zsÁðgÀªÉAzÀÄ ¥ÀjUÀtÂ¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(2) ¥Àæw ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄÄ ¤¢ðµÀÖªÁzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ vÀÄvÀÄð PÀæªÀÄzÀ 
GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ½UÁV G¥À ¸À«ÄwUÀ¼À£ÀÄß gÀa¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ. 
EzÀ£ÀÄß ̧ À«ÄwAiÀÄÄ vÀzÀ£ÀAvÀgÀzÀ°è C£ÀÄ¸ÀªÀÄyð¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(3) ¥Àæw ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ G¥À ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ (UÀ¼À) ¸À¨sÉUÉ 
UÀt ¥ÀÆwðAiÀÄÄ ¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAvÉ EgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.
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(4) ¥Àæw ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄÄ CzsÀåPÀëgÀÄ ¤zsÀðj¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAvÀºÀ 
¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄzÀ°è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAvÀºÀ ¸ÀÜ¼ÀzÀ°è ¸À¨sÉ ¸ÉÃgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

¥ÀgÀAvÀÄ, CAxÀ ¸À¨sÉAiÀÄÄ PÀ¤µÀ× ªÀÄÆgÀÄ wAUÀ½UÉÆªÉÄä 
¸ÉÃgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(5) CzsÀåPÀëgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀåjUÉ ¸ÀAzÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ±ÀÄ®Ì 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¨sÀvÉåUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤AiÀÄ«Ä¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀAvÉ EgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(6) ¥Àæw ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄÄ, C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è vÀ£Àß 
¥ÀæPÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÉgÀªÉÃj¸À®Ä PÁAiÀÄð«zsÁ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼À ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ¤¢ðµÀÖ¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀ 
C¢üPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢gÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(7) ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ PÀÈvÀå CxÀªÁ £ÀqÁªÀ½UÀ¼À£ÀÄß, 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ SÁ° ¸ÁÜ£À EzÉ JA§ CxÀªÁ ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ 
gÀZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ°è zÉÆÃµÀ«zÉAiÉÄA§ PÁgÀt ªÀiÁvÀæ¢AzÀ¯ÉÃ 
¥Àæ±ÉßUÉ  M¼À¥Àr¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è CxÀªÁ C¹AzsÀÄUÉÆ½¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è.

CzsÁåAiÀÄ-5

¸ÀAQÃtð

EvÀgÀ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄUÀ¼À 

C£ÀéAiÀÄ:-

20. F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, vÀvÁÌ®zÀ°è 
eÁjAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀ EvÀgÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ PÁ£ÀÆ¤UÉ 
ºÉZÀÄÑªÀjAiÀiÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzÀ£ÀÄß C°àÃPÀj¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è. 

¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ¼À 

gÀZÀ£Á¢üPÁgÀ:-

21. (1) gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ, gÁdå¥ÀvÀæzÀ°è 
C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ 
G¥À§AzsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß eÁjUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV 
¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß gÀa¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ. 

(2) «±ÉÃµÀªÁV ªÀÄvÀÄÛ »AzÉ ºÉÃ½zÀ G¥À§AzsÀ 
¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåvÉUÉ ¥ÀæwPÀÆ®ªÁUÀzÀAvÉ CAvÀºÀ ¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ 
F ªÀÄÄA¢£À «µÀAiÀÄUÀ½UÉ G¥À§AzsÀ PÀ°à¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ.

(J) 8(2) ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ ¥ÀæPÁgÀ ¤¢üUÉ ªÀAwUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CzÀgÀ 
ºÀtzÀ §lªÁqÉ 

(©) 11 (2)£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ CzsÀåPÀëgÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀågÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ ¸ÀA§¼À, ±ÀÄ®ÌUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
¨sÀvÉåUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÉÃªÁ µÀgÀvÀÄÛUÀ¼ÀÄ;

(¹) 13(2)£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è£À ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ 
¥ÀzÁ¢üPÁjUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EvÀgÀ GzÉÆåÃVUÀ¼À 
C¢üPÁgÁªÀ¢ü ªÀÄvÀÄÛ µÀgÀvÀÄÛUÀ¼ÀÄ;
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(r) 19(3) £ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ¸À«ÄwUÀ¼À ¸À¨sÉUÀ¼À UÀt 
¥ÀÆwð;

(E) 19(5)£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄ CzsÀåPÀëgÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀzÀ¸ÀåjUÉ ¸ÀAzÁAiÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÁzÀ ±ÀÄ®ÌUÀ¼ÀÄ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¨sÀvÉåUÀ¼ÀÄ.

(3) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è gÀa¸À¯ÁzÀ ¥ÀæwAiÉÆAzÀÄ 
¤AiÀÄªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß, CzÀ£ÀÄß gÀa¹zÀ vÀgÀÄªÁAiÀÄ DzÀµÀÄÖ 
¨ÉÃUÀ£É gÁdå «zsÁ£À ªÀÄAqÀ®zÀ ¥ÀæwAiÉÆAzÀÄ 
¸ÀzÀ£ÀzÀ ªÀÄÄAzÉ, CzÀÄ C¢üªÉÃ±À£ÀzÀ°ègÀÄªÁUÀ, MAzÀÄ 
C¢üªÉÃ±À£ÀzÀ°è CxÀªÁ MAzÁzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯ÉÆAzÀgÀAvÉ 
§gÀÄªÀ JgÀqÀÄ CxÀªÁ ºÉZÀÄÑ C¢üªÉÃ±À£ÀUÀ¼À°è 

CqÀPÀªÁUÀ§ºÀÄzÁzÀ MlÄÖ ªÀÄÆªÀvÀÄÛ ¢£ÀUÀ¼À 
CªÀ¢üAiÀÄªÀgÉV£À C¢üªÉÃ±À£ÀzÀ°è EqÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ, ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
ªÉÄÃ¯É ºÉÃ½zÀ C¢üªÉÃ±À£ÀzÀ CxÀªÁ MAzÁzÀ 
ªÉÄÃ¯ÉÆAzÀgÀAvÉ §gÀÄªÀ C¢üªÉÃ±À£ÀUÀ¼À ¤PÀmÉÆÃvÀÛgÀzÀ 
C¢üªÉÃ±À£ÀªÀÅ ªÀÄÄPÁÛAiÀÄªÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀPÉÌ ªÀÄÄAZÉ, D 
¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀiÁ¥Áðl£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÉAzÀÄ 
JgÀqÀÆ ¸ÀzÀ£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ M¦àzÀgÉ CxÀªÁ D ¤AiÀÄªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß 
ªÀiÁqÀPÀÆqÀzÉAzÀÄ JgÀqÀÆ ¸ÀzÀ£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ M¦àzÀgÉ, 
¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ, ¸ÀPÁðj gÁdå¥ÀvÀæzÀ°è 

D ªÀiÁ¥Áðl£ÀÄß CxÀªÁ gÀ¢ÝAiÀiÁwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
C¢ü¸ÀÆa¹zÀ ¢£ÁAPÀ¢AzÀ CAxÀ ¤AiÀÄªÀÄªÀÅ 
¸ÀAzÀ¨sÁð£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀ, ºÁUÉ ªÀiÁ¥ÁðmÁzÀ gÀÆ¥ÀzÀ°è 
ªÀiÁvÀæ ¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁjAiÀiÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ CxÀªÁ 
¥ÀjuÁªÀÄPÁjAiÀiÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è, DzÁUÀÆå CAxÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀiÁ¥ÁðlÄ CxÀªÁ gÀ¢ÝAiÀiÁwAiÀÄÄ D 
¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è »AzÉ ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁzÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
PÁAiÀÄðzÀ ¹AzsÀÄvÀéPÉÌ ¨ÁzsÀPÀªÀ£ÀÄßAlÄªÀiÁqÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è.

¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼À£ÀÄß  

gÀa¸ÀÄªÀ C¢üPÁgÀ:-

22. ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸À«ÄwAiÀÄÄ, F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ 
G¥À§AzsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ EzÀgÀ 
CrAiÀÄ°è gÀa¹zÀ ¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß eÁjUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ 
GzÉÝÃ±ÀPÁÌV ¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÆgÀr¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ.



35

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013

13

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013

vÉÆAzÀgÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

¤ªÁj¸À®Ä C¢üPÁgÀ:-

23. (1) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
eÁjUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÁUÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ vÉÆAzÀgÉ GAmÁzÀgÉ, 
gÁdå ¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ, gÁdå¥ÀvÀæzÀ°è ¥ÀæPÀn¸ÀÄªÀ DzÉÃ±ÀzÀ 
ªÀÄÆ®PÀ, F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ½UÉ 
C¸ÀAUÀvÀªÀ®èzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ vÉÆAzÀgÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¤ªÁj¸À®Ä 
CUÀvÀåªÉAzÀÄ PÀAqÀÄ§gÀÄªÀ CAvÀºÀ G¥À§AzsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
ªÀiÁqÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ.

¥ÀgÀAvÀÄ, F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ ¥ÁægÀA¨sÀ¢AzÀ 2 ªÀµÀðUÀ¼À 
CªÀ¢üAiÀÄ ªÀÄÄPÁÛAiÀÄzÀ £ÀAvÀgÀ F ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ ªÉÄÃgÉUÉ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ CAvÀºÀ DzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀvÀPÀÌzÀÝ®è.

(2) F ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁzÀ ¥ÀæwAiÉÆAzÀÄ 
DzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß, CzÀ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁrzÀ vÀgÀÄªÁAiÀÄ PÀÆqÀ¯ÉÃ 
gÁdå «zsÁ£ÀªÀÄAqÀ®zÀ ¥Àæw ¸ÀzÀ£ÀzÀ ªÀÄÄAzÉ 
ªÀÄAr¸ÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

G½¸ÀÄ«PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ:- 24. (1) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ°è G¥À§AzsÀ PÀ°à¸À¯ÁVgÀÄªÀ 
«µÀAiÀÄUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖAAvÉ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ 
¥ÁægÀA¨sÀzÀ ¢£ÁAPÀzÀAzÀÄ eÁjAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀ J®è 
¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½UÀ¼ÀÄ, DzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ̧ ÀÄvÉÆÛÃ¯ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ 
G¥À§AzsÀUÀ½UÉ CªÀÅUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀAUÀvÀªÁVgÀÄªÀµÀÖgÀ ªÀÄnÖUÉ, 
CªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ ªÉÄÃgÉUÉ PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî¯ÁzÀ 
AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ PÀæªÀÄ CxÀªÀ ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁzÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 
¤AiÀÄªÀÄ, ¤AiÀÄªÀiÁªÀ½, C¢ü¸ÀÆZÀ£É CxÀªÁ 
DzÉÃ±ÀªÀÅ gÀzÀÄÝUÉÆ½¸À¢zÀÝgÉ, eÁjAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀjAiÀÄvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.
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C£ÀÄ¸ÀÆa (¥ÀæPÀgÀt 3): 

(1) F ªÀÄÄA¢£À C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀAeÉÕÃAiÀÄ C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼ÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ:

(J) (i) ̄ Á¨sÀPÁÌV CxÀªÁ zÉÊªÀªÀ£ÀÄß ̧ ÀA¦æÃvÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV ªÀÄ£ÀÄµÀå£À£ÀÄß §°PÉÆqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(ii) F C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ°è K£ÉÃ EzÀÝgÀÆ, ªÀÄ£ÀÄµÀå£À£ÀÄß §° PÉÆqÀÄªÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÉ ²PÉëAiÀÄÄ 
ªÀÄgÀt CxÀªÁ DfÃªÀ PÁgÁªÁ¸À DVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ dÄ¯Áä£ÉUÀÆ M¼ÀUÁUÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ.

(iii) ªÀiÁ£ÀÄµÀå §°AiÀÄ°è£À £ÀA©PÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ºÀgÀqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CxÀªÁ ªÀiÁ£ÀÄµÀå §°PÉÆqÀÄªÀAvÉ 
EvÀgÀgÀ£ÀÄß ¥ÉæÃgÉÃ¦¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

(©) PÁ¬Ä¯ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß UÀÄt¥Àr¸À®Ä ¥ÀæAiÀÄwß¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CxÀªÁ »A¸ÁvÀäPÀ jÃw¬ÄAzÀ 
¨sÀÆvÉÆÃZÁÑl£ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

(¹) (i) ¨sÁgÀvÀ zÀAqÀ ¸ÀA»vÉ, 1860gÀ 297£ÉÃ ¥ÀæPÀgÀtzÀ G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀÄ°è CWÉÆÃj, 
¹zÀÄÝ¨sÀÄQÛ CxÀªÁ ¸ÀzÀÈ±À DZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß £ÉgÀªÉÃj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(ii) CAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À°è vÉÆqÀUÀÄªÀAvÉ EvÀgÀgÀ£ÀÄß MvÁÛ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ; CxÀªÁ

(iii) CAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½AzÀ ¥ÀqÉAiÀÄ¯ÁVzÉAiÉÄ£Àß¯ÁzÀ ±ÀQÛAiÀÄ ̈ sÀAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¹PÉÆAqÀÄ 
DyðPÀªÁV ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¯ÉÊAVPÀªÁV ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(r) zÉÊ«PÀ CxÀªÁ CzsÁåwäPÀ ±ÀQÛ ¸Áé¢üÃ£ÀªÁVzÉAiÉÄAzÀÄ WÉÆÃ¶¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAxÀ 
WÉÆÃµÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß §¼À¹PÉÆAqÀÄ, 

(i) ºÀtªÀ£ÀÄß ¥ÀqÉzÀÄ ¥ÀjºÁgÀUÀ¼À CxÀªÁ ¯Á¨sÀUÀ¼À ¨sÀgÀªÀ¸ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß PÉÆqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(ii) CxÀªÁ ªÉÊAiÀÄQÛPÀ ¯Á¨sÀPÁÌV zÉÊªÀzÀ PÉÆÃ¥ÀzÀ CxÀªÁ DvÀäzÀ RAqÀ£ÉAiÀÄ ¨sÀAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß 
ºÀÄnÖ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(E) ºÀtPÁÌV CxÀªÁ E®èªÉÃ GavÀªÁV ªÁªÀiÁZÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß (¨ÁèöåPï ªÀiÁåfPï) CxÀªÁ 
ªÀiÁlªÀ£ÀÄß EvÀgÀ ªÀåQÛUÀ½UÉ vÉÆAzÀgÉAiÀÄÄAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ GzÉÝÃ±À¢AzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀjUÉ 
wÃªÀæªÁV ¨sÀAiÀÄªÀÅAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀAvÉ §¼À¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CxÀªÁ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(J¥sï) zÉÃºÀzÉÆ¼ÀUÉ ZÀÄaÑPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ PÉÆPÉÌ¬ÄAzÀ £ÉÃvÁqÀÄªÀAvÀºÀ (¹r) CxÀªÁ zÉÃºÀzÉÆ¼ÀUÉ 
vÀÆj¹PÉÆArgÀÄªÀ PÉÆPÉÌ¬ÄAzÀ gÀxÀªÀ£ÀÄß J¼ÉAiÀÄÄªÀAvÀºÀ ¸Àé zÀAqÀ£É¬ÄAzÀ 
UÁAiÀÄUÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ ªÀÄvÁZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß DZÀj¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ MvÁÛ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, ºÀgÀqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ 
CxÀªÁ CzÀPÉÌ C£ÀÄPÀÆ® PÀ°à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(f) ªÀÄPÀÌ¼À PÁ¬Ä¯ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÁ¹ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ºÉ¸Àj£À°è CªÀgÀ£ÀÄß ªÀÄÄ¼ÀÄîUÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯É CxÀªÁ 
JvÀÛgÀ¢AzÀ J¸ÉAiÀÄÄªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ CªÀgÀ£ÀÄß ºÁ¤UÉÆ¼À¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀAvÀºÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
MvÁÛ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, ºÀgÀqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAvÀºÀ ªÁvÁªÀgÀtªÀ£ÀÄß PÀ°à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(JZï) ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ «gÀÄzÀÞ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ;- 
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(i) IÄvÀÄªÀÄwAiÀiÁzÀ CxÀªÁ UÀ©üðtÂ ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß MvÁÛAiÀÄ¥ÀÆªÀðPÀªÁV 
MAnAiÀiÁVj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, UÁæªÀÄzÉÆ¼ÀUÉ ̈ ÁgÀzÀAvÉ ¤µÉÃ¢ü¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CxÀªÁ ̈ ÉÃgÉ Ej¸À®Ä 
C£ÀÄPÀÆ® PÀ°à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

(ii) ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ zÀÄ§ð® ªÀUÀðUÀ¼À ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É §tÚzÀ ¤ÃgÀ£ÀÄß JgÀZÀÄªÀ, NPÀÄ½, 
ªÀÄÆ®PÀ CªÀgÀ£ÀÄß CªÀªÀiÁ£ÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CxÀªÁ CªÀgÀ WÀ£ÀvÉUÉ zsÀPÉÌAiÀÄÄAlÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

(iii) ¥ÀÆeÉ CxÀªÁ EvÀgÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ºÉ¸Àj£À°è CªÀgÀ£ÀÄß ¨ÉvÀÛ¯ÉAiÀiÁV ¥ÀæzÀ²ð¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, 
GzÁºÀgÀuÉUÉ ¨ÉvÀÛ¯É ¸ÉÃªÉ CAxÀ CªÀiÁ£À«ÃAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀªÀiÁ£ÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ 
DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½UÉ ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß M¼À¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ.

(L) UÀ©üðtÂAiÀÄgÀ£ÁßV¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÆ ¸ÉÃjzÀAvÉ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ CxÀªÁ ªÉÊAiÀÄQÛAiÀÄ ¯Á¨sÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
GAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ¨sÀgÀªÀ¸ÉAiÉÆA¢UÉ CwªÀiÁ£ÀÄµÀ ±ÀQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß DºÁé¤¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 
ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß ¯ÉÊAVPÀªÁV ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉUÉ M¼À¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(i) ¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ DgÉÆÃUÀåPÉÌ ºÁ¤AiÀÄÄAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀAxÀ, PÀvÀÛ£ÀÄß PÀZÀÄÑªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ 
¥ÁætÂUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÆ®ÄèªÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß (UÁªÀÅ) £ÉgÀªÉÃj¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
MvÁÛ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(eÉ) ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀ WÀ£ÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß G®èAX¸ÀÄªÀAvÀºÀ ªÀÄqÉ ¸Áß£À CxÀªÀ ¸ÀzÀÈ±À DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½UÉ 
C£ÀÄPÀÆ® PÀ®à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(PÉ) ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉAiÀÄ ºÉ¸Àj£À°è eÁw CxÀªÁ °AUÀzÀ DzsÁgÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É vÁgÀvÀªÀÄå 
PÀ°à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(i) ¥ÁzÀgÀPÉëUÀ¼À£ÀÄß CªÀ£À/ CªÀ¼À vÀ¯ÉAiÀÄ ªÉÄÃ¯É MAiÀÄÄåªÀ CªÀªÀiÁ£ÀPÀgÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
£ÉgÀªÉÃj¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ zÀÄ§ð® ªÀUÀð½UÉ ¸ÉÃjzÀ AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
MvÁÛ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

(ii) DºÁgÀ «vÀgÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÁUÀ eÁwAiÀÄ DzsÁgÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É ¥ÀAQÛ ¨ÉÃzsÀ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀAvÀºÀ 
DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

2.  F ªÀÄÄA¢£À C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀAeÉëÃAiÀÄªÀ®èzÀ C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼ÁVgÀvÀPÀÌzÀÄÝ,-

(J) (i) AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ d£À£ÀzÀ ¸ÀªÀÄAiÀÄ, ¸ÀÜ¼ÀzÀ DzsÁgÀzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É CªÀ¤UÉ PÀ¼ÀAPÀ 
ºÀZÀÄÑªÀÅzÀPÉÌ CxÀªÁ CªÀ£À£ÀÄß vÉUÀ¼ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÉÌ;

(ii) ¨sÀ«µÀåªÁtÂ ¤dªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉAzÀÄ £ÀA©¹ CªÀªÀiÁ£ÀPÀgÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀåQÛUÀ½AzÀ 
ªÀiÁr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÉÌ, CxÀªÁ 

(iii) ªÀåQÛUÀ½UÉ wÃªÀæ ºÀtPÁ¸ÀÄ £ÀµÀÖ GAmÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀPÉÌ

PÁgÀtªÁUÀÄªÀ ºÁ¤PÀgÀ ¨sÀ«µÀå £ÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀÄ
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(©) eÁé¯ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß §jÃ PÉÊUÀ½AzÀ ªÀÄÄlÄÖªÀAvÉ MvÁÛ¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀ jÃwAiÀÄ zÉÊ»PÀ CxÀªÁ 
ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ ºÁ¤UÉ M¼À¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁgÉÃ ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
CxÀªÁ ¤gÀ¥ÀgÁ¢üvÀéªÀ£ÀÄß WÉÆÃ¶¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ;

GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÁgÀtUÀ¼À ºÉÃ½PÉ

1 ¸ÁªÀiÁ£Àå d£ÀvÉUÉ «±ÉÃµÀªÁV ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ zÀÄ§ð® ªÀUÀðUÀ¼À°è wÃªÀæ 
ºÁ¤AiÀÄÄAlÄªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CªÀgÀ ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉUÉ PÁgÀtªÁUÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 
Cw ºÉaÑ£À ¸ÀASÉåAiÀÄ°è gÁdåzÀzÀåAvÀ ºÀgÀrzÉ. ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀ WÀ£ÀvÉUÉ zsÀPÉÌAiÀÄÄAlÄ 
ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ CWÉÆÃj, ªÀÄqÉ ¸Áß£À, ¨ÉvÀÛ¯É ¸ÉÃªÉ CAxÀ EvÀgÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÁå¥ÀPÀªÁV 
eÁjAiÀÄ°èzÉ. CzÀgÀ eÉÆvÉUÉÃ §°AiÀiÁzÀªÀgÀ DyðPÀ ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ 
PÉëÆÃ¨sÉUÉ PÁgÀtªÁUÀÄªÀ C£ÉÃPÀ jÃwAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ £ÀUÀgÀ ºÁUÀÆ 
UÁæ«ÄÃt ¥ÀæzÉÃ±ÀUÀ¼À°è gÀÆrüAiÀÄ°èªÉ.PÁ£ÀÆ¤ ¤AiÀÄªÀÄªÀÅ C£Àé¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀ £ÁUÀjPÀ 
¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ°è CAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½UÉ ¸ÁÜ£À«®è.

2 WÀ£ÀvÉ¬ÄAzÀ fÃ«¸ÀÄªÀ ºÀPÀÄÌ ̈ sÁgÀvÀzÀ ̧ ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀ 21£ÉÃ C£ÀÄZÉÒÃzÀ¢AzÀ PÉÆqÀ¯ÁVgÀÄªÀ 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¨sÁgÀvÀzÀ ¸ÀªÉÇÃðZÀÑ £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄzÀ C£ÉÃPÀ wÃ¥ÀÄðUÀ¼À°è ¥ÀÄ¶ÖUÉÆArgÀÄªÀ 
ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀ ºÀPÀÄÌ. CAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÁå¥ÀPÀªÁV eÁjAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ CAxÀ 
ºÀPÀÄÌ ¸ÀA¥ÀÆtðªÁV G®èAWÀ£ÉAiÀiÁUÀÄwÛzÉ. C®èzÉ, J®è ªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄ£ÀB¸ÁQë ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀ ¸ÁévÀAvÀæöåªÀ£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢gÀ®Ä ºÀPÀÄÌ¼ÀîªÀgÁVzÀÝgÀÆ PÉ®ªÀÅ 
ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ ¸ÀÄªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜ, £ÉÊwPÀvÉ ºÁUÀÆ DgÉÆÃUÀåzÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É 
zÀÄµÀàjuÁªÀÄ ©ÃgÀÄwÛªÉ. EAxÀ C£ÉÃPÀ EwÛÃa£À ¥ÀæPÀgÀtUÀ¼ÀÄ ̈ É¼ÀQUÉ §A¢gÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ, 
F jÃwAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½AzÁUÀÄªÀ zÀÄµÀàjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ CjªÀÅ 
ªÀÄÆr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀgÀ eÉÆvÉUÉ CAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤¢ðµÀÖªÁV C¥ÀgÁzsÀUÀ¼ÉAzÀÄ 
UÀÄgÀÄw¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ C¤ªÁAiÀÄðªÁVzÉ. PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À vÀqÉ 
«zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ, 2013 F GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸Á¢ü¸À §AiÀÄ¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ.

3 vÀªÀÄVzÉAiÉÄ£Àß¯ÁUÀÄªÀ Cw ªÀiÁ£ÀµÀ ±ÀQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß DºÁé¤¹ EvÀgÀ ªÀåQÛUÀ¼À PÁ¬Ä¯ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 
UÀÄt¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀ CxÀªÁ ¯Á¨sÀªÀÅAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ¨sÀgÀªÀ¸É ¤Ãr CxÀªÁ ¥ÀæwPÀÆ® 
¥ÀjuÁªÀÄ GAmÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉAzÀÄ ºÉzÀj¹ EvÀgÀjUÉ wÃªÀævÀgÀªÁzÀ zÉÊ»PÀ CxÀªÁ 
ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ ºÁ¤AiÀÄÄAlÄ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ, CªÀgÀ£ÀÄß DyðPÀªÁV CxÀªÁ ¯ÉÊAVPÀªÁV  
±ÉÆÃ¶¸ÀÄªÀ CxÀªÁ CªÀgÀ ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀ WÀ£ÀvÉUÉ WÁ¹AiÀÄÄAlÄªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ PÉ®ªÀÅ 
ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À GvÉÛÃd£É, ¥Àæ¸ÁgÀ CxÀªÁ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ 
¤¢ðµÀÖ C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀ£ÁßV¸À®Ä GzÉÝÃ²¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ.CAxÀ C¥ÀgÁzsÀªÀ£ÀÄß J¸ÀVzÀªÀjUÉ PÀpt 
²PÉë ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ RavÀªÁV ¨sÀAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆr¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ D ªÀÄÆ®PÀ CªÀÅ ªÀÄvÉÛ 
ªÀÄgÀÄPÀ½¸ÀzÀAvÉ vÀqÉzÀÄ CªÀ£ÀÄß ¤zsÁ£ÀªÁV ¤ªÀÄÆð®£É ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ̧ ÁzsÀåªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ.

4 CzÀgÀ eÉÆvÉUÉ CAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½AzÁUÀÄªÀ zÀÄµÀàjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À §UÉÎ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£Àå 
d£ÀvÉUÉ w½ªÀ½PÉ ªÀÄÆr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÆ CUÀvÀå, ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAxÀ WÀl£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀA¨sÀ«¹zÁUÀ, 
CªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀgÀ¢ ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä MAzÀÄ ªÉÃ¢PÉ ºÉÆA¢gÀÄªÀÅzÀÆ CµÉÖÃ CUÀvÀå. DzÀÝjAzÀ, 
C¢ü¤AiÀÄªÀÄzÀ MmÁÖgÉ eÁjAiÀÄ£ÀÄß RavÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÉÌ dªÁ¨ÁÝgÀªÁVgÀÄªÀ gÁdå 
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ªÀÄlÖzÀ £ÉÆÃqÀ¯ï ¥Áæ¢ÃPÁgÀªÁzÀ PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ «gÉÆÃ¢ü ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¸ÁÜ¦¸À®Ä «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ GzÉÝÃ²¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ. f¯Áè ªÀÄlÖzÀ°è ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À §UÉV£À 
eÁUÀÈvÀ ¸À«ÄwUÀ¼ÀÄ ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀPÉÌ ¥ÀÆgÀPÀªÁV PÉ®¸À ªÀiÁqÀÄvÀÛªÉ. EªÀÅ zÀÆgÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¹éÃPÀj¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ, PÀÄAzÀÄ PÉÆgÀvÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ªÁj¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ,vÀ¤SÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ £Áå¬ÄPÀ 
ªÀåªÀºÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À°è C¢üPÁgÀ ªÁå¦Û¬ÄgÀÄªÀ ¥ÉÆ°Ã¸ÀjUÉ £ÉgÀªÀÅ ¤ÃqÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ, vÁ£ÉÃ ¸ÀévÀB 
¸ÀÆPÀÛ PÀæªÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî§ºÀÄzÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À zÀÄµÀàjuÁªÀÄUÀ¼À 
§UÉÎ d£ÀgÀ°è CzÀgÀ®Æè ̧ ÀªÀiÁdzÀ zÀÄ§ð® ªÀUÀðzÀªÀgÀ£ÀÄß ̧ ÀAªÉÃzÀ£Á²Ã®gÀ£ÁßV¸À®Ä 
w½ªÀ½PÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CjªÀÅ ªÀÄÆr¸ÀÄªÀ DAzÉÆÃ®£ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÊUÉÆ¼Àî§ºÀÄzÀÄ.

5 »ÃUÉ, F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ, ̈ sÁgÀvÀzÀ ̧ ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀ 51J(JZï) C£ÀÄZÉÒÃzÀzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è ¥ÀæwAiÉÆ§â 
£ÁUÀjPÀ£À ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀ PÀvÀðªÀåªÁVgÀÄªÀ ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃzsÀªÀÄð, ªÀÄ£ÀªÁ¸ÀQÛ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 
«ZÁj¸ÀÄªÀ ºÁUÀÆ ¸ÀÄzsÁj¸ÀÄªÀ ¸Àé¨sÁªÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¨É¼É¸À®Ä ¸ÁzsÀåªÁUÀÄªÀAvÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 
eÉÆvÉ eÉÆvÉAiÀÄ¯ÉèÃ, ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀjAiÀÄzÀAvÉ vÀqÉUÀlÄÖªÀ 
ªÀÄÆ®PÀ, ¨sÁgÀvÀzÀ ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀ CrAiÀÄ°è PÉÆqÀ¯ÁVgÀÄªÀ WÀ£ÀvÉAiÀÄ fÃªÀ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
¸ÁV¸À®Ä ¸ÁzsÀåªÁV¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ.

6 «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀªÀÅ ªÉÄÃ°£À GzÉÝÃ±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸Á¢ü¸À®Ä §AiÀÄ¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ 
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Constitutional and Legal Jurispudence: 
Background Research

Constitutional Analysis of  the Bill, 2013

This note will examine the Constitutional basis for the Karnataka Prevention 
and Abolition of  Superstitious Practices Bill, 2013 (hereinafter “the Draft Bill”). 
This note will necessarily take into account two areas that the Draft Bill will 
need to address, namely the legislative competence of  the State of  Karnataka to 
enact such a law and the Constitutional limits of  Part III. The first part of  this 
Note will analyze the legislative competence of  the Karnataka State Legislative 
Assembly and the second part will analyze the Draft Bill from the perspective 
of  Fundamental Rights contained in Part III of  the Constitution and Directive 
Principles of  State Policy contained in Part IV of  the Constitution. 

I. Legislative Competence

Since we are concerned with a State legislation, in accordance with Article 246(2) 
and (3) the subject matter of  the legislation in question will have to be found 
either in List II or List III of  the Seventh Schedule of  the Constitution. If  the 
subject matter of  the legislation is not found in these two Lists, the legislation 
will be ultra vires and beyond the power of  the State Government to enact. It 
is also well-established law that the entries themselves are not the sources of  
power but an enumeration of  the subject matter on the basis of  which law may 
be made by the concerned legislation, in this case, the Legislative Assembly of  
the State of  Karnataka. 

A. Source of  legislative power

To determine the source of  legislative powers, it is necessary to examine what 
the pith and substance of  the legislation is. The pith and substance of  a law is 
determined with reference to the main clauses of  the legislation, the statement 
of  objects and reasons and the long title of  the legislation. Once the subject 
matter of  the legislation is appropriately examined it then needs to be seen 
whether the said subject matter is within List II or List III

The Act in its entirety is concerned with the prevention of  superstitious practices 
that are harmful, exploitative and offensive to human dignity with a view to 
eradicate them. In view of  this object, it penalizes such harmful superstitious 
practices, establishes the Karnataka Anti-Superstition Authority at the state 
level and Vigilance Committees on Superstitious Practices at the district level to 
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ensure such prevention, extend protection to those who expose the ill-effects of  
superstitious practices and create awareness regarding such effects. 

It can be safely said therefore that the pith and substance of  this legislation is 
“superstitious practices” as defined in the Draft Bill itself. On the face of  it, 
the legislation seeks to deal with certain practices and criminalize not only the 
practice itself  but also the promotion and propagation of  such practice. 

Although no entry in List II or List III of  the Seventh Schedule specifically deals 
with “superstitious practices”, the pith and substance of  the legislation actually 
lies in Entry 1 of  List III, that is to say, criminal law. The acts being criminalized 
under the present legislation would, in one form or the other, constitute an 
offence under the Indian Penal Code. The offences listed out in the Schedule 
to the present legislation are already punishable in some form under the Indian 
Penal Code, but the Legislative Assembly of  Karnataka has, for the reasons 
given in the Statement of  Objects and Reasons, taken the view that the said acts, 
when committed in the context of  a “superstitious practice” should attract a 
higher penalty. 

It is therefore clear that the Karnataka Legislative Assembly has legislative 
competence to enact the Anti-Superstition Bill. 

B. Repugnancy

Where the source of  power to legislate for a State is found in List III, Article 254 
also comes into the picture to determine whether the law in question is likely to 
be contrary to a Central law on the subject. A State law contrary to the Central 
law, i.e., repugnant, would be unconstitutional to the extent of  repugnancy. 
However, such a law may be saved if  it receives the approval of  the President of  
India, notwithstanding such repugnancy. 

In order to be declared repugnant, a State law needs to conflict with a Central 
law in a manner such that the two cannot stand together or that both cannot be 
obeyed without breaking the other. 

While repugnancy will have to be established by the person alleging the same, 
as a matter of  abundant caution, a challenge may be easily pre-empted by the 
Governor referring the Bill to the President for his sanction under clause (2) 
of  Article 254. With the sanction of  the President, even a State law which is 
repugnant to a Central law will be valid and operational and prevail over the 
Central Law. 
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II. Part III and Part IV

In appreciating the scope of  Part III of  the Constitution, Part IV must be 
given equal weight. The provisions of  Part III and Part IV must be interpreted 
harmoniously to allow the State to enact legislation which seeks to implement 
the goals outlined in Part IV but at the same time ensure that the means used in 
reaching the goals do not violate Part III of  the Constitution. The fundamental 
rights guaranteed under Part III are also not absolute but restrictions may 
be imposed by the State on certain bases, including the attainment of  the 
Constitutional goals outlined in Part IV. 

The Statement of  Objects and Reasons of  the Anti-Superstition Bill, along with 
a survey of  the key provisions of  the same would show that the legislation has 
been enacted to further the Directive Principles contained in Article 38 and 
Article 47 of  the Constitution. By putting an end to exploitative and misleading 
superstitious practices, the State Government seeks to bring about a more 
just social order and at the same time, improve the level of  public health by 
discouraging superstitious practices which claim to provide magical remedies. 

It may also be pointed out here that under clause (h) of  Article 51-A, it is the 
fundamental duty of  every citizen to develop a scientific temper and promote 
humanism, through the spirit of  inquiry and reform. While Fundamental Duties 
are not enforceable in a Court of  law, they can nonetheless inform legislation 
being made by the State.

A. Freedom of  religion

Apart from the principle of  secularism being part of  the basic structure of  
the Constitution, the right to freedom of  religion and faith is also enshrined 
under Articles 25 and 26 of  the Constitution that also lay out the basis of  
restrictions that may be imposed on the freedom. Whereas Article 25 deals with 
the individual’s rights to freedom of  religion, Article 26 deals with the rights of  
a religious denomination. 

The freedom of  religion however, cannot extend to undertake harmful and 
exploitative practices - what is morally repugnant can never be religiously 
sanctioned, a principle that was recognized by the Bombay High Court as far 
back as 1862 in the famous Maharaja Libel case. To that extent therefore, the 
harmful and exploitative practices being prohibited under the Anti-Superstition 
Bill cannot in any way be characterized as a restriction on the Freedom of  Religion.  
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B. Freedom of  speech

As the Bill also restricts propagation and promotion of  “superstitious practices” 
by making them criminal offences, it would have to be examined whether or not 
this would amount to a violation of  the right to freedom of  speech guaranteed 
under the Constitution. 

Wilful misrepresentation of  facts and exhortation to commit crimes cannot 
possibly fall within the ambit of  freedom of  speech and expression. To that 
extent, where the law punishes propagation and promotion of  superstitious 
practices, the Anti-Superstition Bill does not at all restrict freedom of  speech 
and expression since the freedom of  speech and expression cannot extend to the 
wilful promotion and propagation of  exploitative practices or the commission 
of  crimes. It is not even necessary, therefore, to examine whether or not the 
restriction would be “reasonable” for the purposes of  clause (2) of  Article 19.

Indian Jurisprudence in Support of   
Anti-superstition Legislation

Constitutional and legislative guidance

Article 51A(h) of  the Constitution makes it a fundamental duty for all citizens 
to develop ‘the scientific temper, humanism and the spirit of  inquiry and 
reform’. In a country where harmful superstitious practices are widespread, this 
fundamental duty is of  critical importance. Over the decades, both the courts 
and the legislature have acted multiple times to combat the evils of  superstition. 
Thus, widespread jurisprudence may be found in the Indian context that supports 
the enactment of  an overarching legislation by the State government to hasten 
the eradication of  harmful superstitious practices.

Harmful practices in the name of  cultural tradition have been the subject of  
several pieces of  legislation, including the banning of  the practice of  sati in 1829. 
Following the persistence of  incidents of  sati despite the ban, the Parliament 
passed the Commission (Prevention) of  Sati Act, 1987. The Act in its Statement 
of  Objects and Reasons stated that the practice of  sati was not enjoined by 
any religion, and it punished not only the abetment of  the practice but also its 
support or propagation in any manner. The banning of  sati may be seen as one 
of  the earliest legislative interventions to stop a harmful superstitious practice.
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Other Central legislation addressing harmful superstitions includes the Drugs 
and Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisement) Act, 1954. Its Statement 
of  Objects and Reasons stated that it was an Act to “control the advertisement 
of  drugs in certain cases, to prohibit the advertisement for certain purposes 
of  remedies alleged to possess magic utilities and to provide for matters 
connected therewith.” Apart from banning misleading drug advertisements 
and advertisement of  certain categories of  drugs, the Act also prohibited the 
advertisement of  magic remedies with respect to any of  the diseases mentioned 
in the Schedule. Magic remedies for the purposes of  the Act included any 
talisman or charm that was alleged to possess miraculous powers for treatment 
or prevention of  a disease. The Schedule is wide in its ambit and mentions 
most of  the diseases prevalent in India. The advertisement of  drugs claiming to 
have supernatural healing forces, therefore, are banned in India. The Act is little 
enforced, however, which contributes to the need for comprehensive legislation 
that tackles these issues. 

The harmful consequences of  propagation of  superstitious beliefs through 
the media have also been addressed by the legislature. The Cable Television 
Networks (Regulation) Act, 1995 states that transmission or re-transmission of  
all programmes have to be in conformity with the Programme Code. Rule 6 of  
the Cable Television Networks Rules, 1994 contains the Programme Code. It 
states that no programme should be carried in the cable service that, inter alia 
“encourages superstition or blind belief ”. Contravention of  this provision may 
lead to imprisonment of  up to 2 years for a first time offender. 

When it comes to state laws, several states have legislated to address the practice 
of  witch-hunting.In witch-hunting, women who are identified as witches are 
blamed for any ill-luck that has befallen the community. Women who challenge 
authority or own property are especially targeted. They are then humiliated, 
tortured or killed. According to the National Crime Records Bureau this has 
claimed the lives of  over seven hundred women in the last five years. States to 
have passed laws banning the practice include Bihar, Jharkhand, Chhatisgarh, 
and Orissa. 

The Jharkhand law, for example, states that its object is to prevent the 
identification of  a woman as a witch and the subsequent harm caused to her. 
It criminalizes abetment, conspiracy, aid or instigation in the identification of  
a woman as a witch leading to her mental and physical torture or humiliation. 
Identification can lead to imprisonment of  up to three months while torture can 
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lead to six months of  imprisonment. The sentences prescribed are low, however, 
when compared to equivalent general offences under the Indian Penal Code 
such as assault or grievous hurt.1

In Maharashtra, the legislature has recently promulgated an ordinance to address 
harmful superstitious practices, and is working to pass a Bill currently titled the 
Maharashtra (Eradication of  Black Magic, Evil and Aghori Practices) Bill, 2005. 
This has been envisaged as a piece of  criminal legislation to criminalize the 
widespread practice of  black magic and other superstitious practices that result 
in the mental, financial and physical exploitation of  people. Sentences of  up 
to seven years are prescribed in the ordinance. A number of  other states are 
contemplating the introduction of  such an Act, and there have been calls for a 
national law as well.

In Karnataka specifically, several pieces of  legislation address harmful 
superstitious practices, including the Karnataka Prevention of  Animal Sacrifices 
Act, 1959 that penalizes animal sacrifices in or within the precincts of  any place 
of  any place of  public religious worship. The Karnataka Devadasis (Prohibition 
of  Dedication) Act, 1982 addresses the social evil caused by the practice of  
dedication of  women as devadasis in places of  worship that exists in certain parts 
of  Karnataka. The Karnataka Koragas (Prohibition of  Ajalu Practice) Act, 2000 
seeks to prohibit superstitious practices that offend the human dignity of  the 
Koraga community who are subject to humiliating and discriminatory practices 
in certain areas of  Karnataka. 

Thus, there are numerous laws in the country that have paved the way towards 
the introduction of  an act to eradicate harmful superstitious practices in the 
state of  Karnataka. Attempts have also been made before to enact a national law 
in this regard, through the introduction of  a Private Member’s Bill in the Rajya 
Sabha entitled the Prevention of  Dreadful Superstitious Practices Bill, 2011.

Judicial pronouncements

A range of  Supreme Court and High Court judgments have called attention to 
the evils of  superstition and highlighted the importance of  Art. 51A(h). 

In Hulikal Nataraju v. State of  Karnataka2 a prominent rationalist conducted 
programs exposing fraudulent godmen. He stated in a TV program that certain 

1 Brief  by Cornell University Law School submitted to the High Court of  Jharkhand, 
available at http://www.lawschool.cornell.edu/Clinical-Programs/international-human-
rights/upload/-1-Witch-Hunt-Brief-2.pdf

2  W.P. No. 1750/2008, decided on 13.09.2010
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phenomenon such as the light appearing on makara sankranthi was false. A 
complaint was lodged against him under S. 298 of  the Indian Penal Code stating 
that he had wounded Hindu religious beliefs, and the rationalist submitted a 
quashing petition before the Karnataka High Court. In the decision granting 
the petition, Justice Nagamohan Das said that even if  the entire contents of  the 
complaint were taken to be true, it did not constitute an offence under S. 298. He 
traced the longstanding traditions of  rationalist thinking in India, and said that 
the freedom of  speech and expression included the freedom to criticize. 

The judgment also discusses the evils of  superstition, which it characterizes as 
a blind belief  of  faith not based on reason, knowledge or experience. While the 
daily lives of  many Indians are governed by superstitions, there are some that 
are “violent, dangerous, destructive, harmful and inhuman”. The judgment cites 
examples of  human sacrifice and witchhunting, and goes on to say:

The greatest damage done by these harmful superstitions is that they 
deflect attention from the primary cause and lead to defeatist attitude 
of  helpless acceptance. They stand in the way of  unearthing the root 
cause and undertaking adequate remedial steps. They made the ignorant 
people weak and driven them for mental  laziness.  They  deprived  the  
people  of   all  grandeur  and  historical  energies.  They subjected man 
to external circumstances, instead of  elevating man to be the sovereign 
of  circumstances. They transformed a self-developing social state into 
never changing natural destiny.  These  superstitions  are  perpetuating  
and  promoting  exploitation,  slavery, untouchability, inferiority complex, 
superiority complex, caste, creed, gender and varna based inequalities. 
They became instruments in the hands of  few to exploit, cheat and 
deceive the ignorant people. 

Justice Das talks about the importance of  education and economic development 
in the eradication of  superstitions, and refers to the duty in Art. 51A(h) to 
develop a scientific temper and spirit of  enquiry. 

Similarly, the case of  Nirmaljit Singh Narula v. Yashwant Singh3was a defamation 
case in which the plaintiff  was a Godman and the defendants were the authors of  
allegedly defamatory articles against him that had received widespread attention. 
The judgment of  the Delhi High Court spoke at length about fraudulent godmen 
and ‘babas’: 

3 I.A. No.10017/ 2012 in CS(OS) 1518/2012, decided on 14.9.12
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… the mystical sadhus and the Godmen have not left the picture, the 
difference may be that some of  the sadhus travel by a private jet and have 
a turnover worth crores making even the business tycoons feel jittery… 
The God Market that has come about in India has struck a chord abroad 
and the Babas and saints, innumerable and diverse have a tutelage they 
boast of  including a nobody to a celebrity. … anyone who can claim to 
heal or provide a shortcut to alleviate their pain and suffering occupies 
the stature of  God in their lives

About the presence of  godmen on broadcast networks, the court said that 
“The spiritual Babas and Sadhus who have entered into our lives through the 
electronic media and other websites are no exception to the said self-restraint 
norms and regulations.” The court granted a conditional injunction whereby the 
respondents were restrained from publishing about the plaintiff  as long as the 
plaintiff  refrained from giving “absurd and illogical solutions”.

Another set of  decisions that have touched upon the evils of  superstition deal 
with the practice of  witch-hunting. In Sashiprava Bindhani v State of  Orissa,4 the 
petitioner prayed for the state government to issue directions to deal with witch-
hunting and protect women from witch-hunting

The court looked at studies on the practice and said that a lot of  suffering 
had been caused by this superstition, which also has been used as a tool for 
exploitation of  poor villagers. The implicit belief  of  a number of  public officials 
in the practice had also been responsible for its continued prevalence. 

The Court accordingly issued guidelines for the eradication of  witch-hunting 
and the protection of  women until suitable legislation could be formed. Inter 
alia, the guidelines included preventive steps to stop the spread of  these harmful 
superstitions, such as public awareness programmes and health camps. 

The question of  the effects of  superstition in society has also arisen in a series 
of  criminal cases involving human sacrifice. The question has been whether 
murder under the influence of  a blind belief  is grounds for commuting the 
sentence, or whether the heinousness of  the crime justifies the death penalty. 

In Sushil Murmu v State of  Jharkhand5the accused had decapitated a child for the purpose 
of  sacrifice. The Supreme Court upheld the death penalty, observing that: “…Superstition is 

4  W. P. (C). Nos. 17638 of  2011 and 6287 of  2012
5  2004 (2) SCC 338



48

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013

a belief  or notion, not based on reason or knowledge, in or of  the ominous significance of  a 
particular thing or circumstance, occurrence or the like but mainly triggered by thoughts of  self  
aggrandizement and barbaric at times as in the present case. Superstition cannot and does not 
provide justification for any killing, much less a planned and deliberate one. No amount of  
superstitious colour can wash away the sin and offence of  an unprovoked killing, more so in 
the case of  an innocent and defenceless child.”

In State of  Delhi v. Jitender,6 the accused had killed his father in order to propitiate 
a goddess. The High Court looked at the precedents and said that there was no 
symmetry in the approach when killing happened as a result of  superstitious 
practices. If  it was particularly brutal as in SushilMurmu the death penalty was 
upheld, on the other hand in Damu S/o Gopinath Shinde7 and Kalpana Mazumdar8, 
both of  which involved sacrificing of  human children, the court held that as 
the murders were committed out of  blind belief  the death penalty was not 
warranted. 

The court spoke about the widespread nature of  superstitious practices, which 
it attributed to widespread illiteracy. The court believed that “to rational minds, 
rooted in value systems which underscore the need to maintain order, familial 
and social bonds, such practices would not appeal and would be abhorrent.” 
However, given the nature of  the blind belief, the Court commuted the sentence 
to life imprisonment.

In State of  U.P. v. Sahrunnisa9, which also involved murder under the belief  
that the victim was possessed by an evil spirit, the Supreme Court said that 
superstition was not restricted to any particular religion or a particular section of  
society, rather it was the bane of  Indian society as a whole. The court spoke of  
the number of  lives that are lost and families destroyed because of  false belief  
in black magic and supernatural powers.

A survey of  cases relating to superstition reveals the extent of  the damage that 
harmful superstitious practices can cause. There is ample evidence in our case 
law, therefore, to support the enactment of  legislation for the criminalization of  
harmful superstitious practices and the spread of  awareness of  the evils caused 
by such practices. 

6  Death Sentence Ref. 1/2011, Cr. A. 912/2011, decided on 21.02.13
7  2000 (6) SCC 269
8  (2002) 6 SCC 536 2002
9  (2009) 15 SCC 452
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International and Comparative Law on  
Superstitious Beliefs

International instruments 

In international law, prohibitions against superstitious beliefs are usually found in 
instruments, declarations and general comments that want to eliminate “harmful 
practices” justified or perpetuated by culture, tradition, and/or superstition. The 
focus of  these instruments is usually practices that cause harm to, or have an 
adverse impact on, groups that are considered “vulnerable”, such as, women, 
children, sexual and gender minorities, and indigenous populations. 

These instruments have their source in treaty obligations that protect health, 
physical and mental integrity, and equality; and prohibit discrimination, violence 
and exploitation.10 For example, in its General Recommendation No. 24 on 
women’s health, the CEDAW Committee said that “Some cultural or traditional 
practices such as female genital mutilation also carry a high risk of  death and 
disability … State parties should ensure [the] enactment and effective enforcement 
of  laws that prohibit female genital mutilation”.11 International instruments 
contain similar prescriptions against other harmful superstitious practices like 
polygamy,12 son preference,13 dietary restrictions for pregnant women,14etc.

In some situations, international bodies also recognize that, while beliefs and 
practices based on superstition, culture and tradition may not cause physical or 
mental harm, they negatively impact the enjoyment of  other human rights and 
therefore must be prohibited. So, for example, CEDAW General Comment 23 
on participation in political and public life asks States to “Provide details of  
any restrictions to [these] rights, whether arising from legal provisions or from 
traditional, religious or cultural practices”.15

These norms have been applied specifically to the situation in India. For example, 
in 2008, when the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights reviewed 
India’s report under the CESCR, it said

10 These norms are protected in several international instruments, most of  which India has 
ratified, including the ICCPR, the ICESCR, the CEDAW, and the CRC. 

11 http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/cedaw/recommendations/recomm.htm
12 CEDAW General Comment 14 on health 
13 CEDAW General Comment 19 on violence against women
14 CEDAW General Comment 19 on violence against women
15 http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/cedaw/recommendations/recomm.htm
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The Committee is deeply concerned about the lack of  progress achieved 
by the Stateparty in eliminating traditional practices and provisions of  
personal status laws that are harmful and discriminatory to women and 
girls, including sati, devadasi, witch-hunting, child marriages, dowry 
deaths and honour killings.16

Selected Domestic Laws 

Many countries, particularly those with a British or French colonial history, have 
laws in place to “suppress” or “criminalise” the practice of  certain superstitious 
beliefs, particularly witchcraft. The template legislation for many of  these laws is 
the British Witchcraft Acts. Secondary literature suggests a distinction between 
the witchcraft laws of  countries which were British and French colonies: while 
French colonies only ban the practice of  witchcraft, British colonies prohibit the 
practice of  witchcraft, accusing someone of  witchcraft or representing oneself  
as a witch.17

1. South Africa

Relevant Law: Witchcraft Suppression Act, 1957, which was amended by the 
Witchcraft Suppression Amendment Act, 1970.18

This act tries to “suppress” the practice of  witchcraft and “similar practices” by, 
amongst other things, making it an offence to claim to practice certain types of  
witchcraft for gain, and to accuse someone of  being a witch / wizard.  

However, the government is currently in the process of  reviewing this law.19

2. Zimbabwe

Relevant Law: Witchcraft Suppression Act20

The original witchcraft suppression law in Zimbabwe was based on the equivalent 
British law, but was amended in 2006. New provisions include:

16 http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G08/436/08/PDF/G0843608.
pdf?OpenElement

17 http://www.leitnercenter.org/files/Photos_Clinic/Witchcraft%20Accusations.pdf
18 http://www.justice.gov.za/legislation/acts/1957-003.pdf
19 http://www.paganrightsalliance.org/review-of-witchcraft-suppression-act-update/ - for 

commentary on the ongoing review 
20 Unable to find original text, but this article quotes sections of  the amendment - http://

wwrn.org/articles/21496/?&place=africa&section=legislation
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“Whoever accuses a person of  witchcraft means to indicate that the person (is 
possessed by a spirit or) used non-natural means (witch-finding) to cause death, 
injury, disease or inability in any person.”

“Any person who engages in any practice knowing that it is commonly associated 
with witchcraft, shall be guilty of  engaging in a practice commonly associated 
with witchcraft if  having the intention to cause harm to any person”. 

“Such practice inspires in the person against whom it was directed, a real fear or 
belief  that harm will occur to that person or any member of  his or her family, 
and be liable to a fine not exceeding level ten or imprisonment for a period not 
exceeding five years or both”. 

3. Malawi

Relevant Law: The Witchcraft Act 1911

Under this law, it is an offence to allege that someone practices witchcraft, or 
claim that one practices witchcraft oneself. According to the Law Commission 
in Malawi, courts generally do not convict in cases where it is shown that no 
harm was caused as a result of  the “witchcraft”.21

As of  2011, the Malawian government was looking to amend this law. 

Similar laws also exist in many other African countries including Kenya, Uganda, 
Tanzania, DRC, and Cameroon. 

4. Indonesia

Media reports from 2013 say that new amendments to the criminal code have 
been proposed which seek to criminalise the practice of  “black magic”. 

According to one report, “Article 293 Paragraph 1 of  the draft bill stipulates 
that a person who declares himself  to have magic powers can face a maximum 
of  five years in prison or pay a maximum of  Rp 300 million (US$30,969) in 
fines. The same applies to those who inform, encourage or offer such magic 
services to others”.22  Another report said “Under the revised code, those found 
guilty of  using black magic to cause “someone’s illness, death, mental or physical 

21 Report by the Law Commission in Malawi does a good summary - http://www.lawcom.
mw/docs/ip_witchcraft.pdf

22 http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2013/04/04/practitioners-reject-black-magic-
articles-criminal-code.html
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suffering,” face up to five years in jail or Rp 300 million ($31,000) in fines. The 
penalties can be increased by a third if  the sorcerer offered to perform a spell for 
compensation, the Criminal Code read. It is also illegal to claim you have dark 
magical powers in the first place.Good or “white” magic is still legal under the 
revised code”.23

5. Papua New Guinea 

A few months ago, PNG repealed its sorcery laws, which “criminalized the 
practice of  sorcery and recognized the accusation of  sorcery as a defense in 
murder cases”.24

6. United Kingdom

The Fraudulent Mediums Act, 1951 (UK) replaced the Witchcraft Act, and said 
as follows:25

(1)  Subject to the provisions of  this section, any person who—
(a) with intent to deceive purports to act as a spiritualistic medium or to exercise any 

powers of  telepathy, clairvoyance or other similar powers, or
(b) in purporting to act as a spiritualistic medium or to exercise such powers as aforesaid, 

uses any fraudulent device, shall be guilty of  an offence.

(2) A person shall not be convicted of  an offence under the foregoing subsection unless it is 
proved that he acted for reward; and for the purposes of  this section a person shall be 
deemed to act for reward if  any money is paid, or other valuable thing given, in respect of  
what he does, whether to him or to any other person.

(3) A person guilty of  an offence under this section shall be liable on summary conviction to 
a fine not exceeding fifty pounds or to imprisonment for a term not exceeding four months 
or to both such fine and such imprisonment, or on conviction on indictment to a fine not 
exceeding five hundred pounds or to imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years or to 
both such fine and such imprisonment.

23 http://www.thejakartaglobe.com/news/indonesias-new-criminal-code-outlaws-adultery-
cohabiting-couples-dark-magic/578167/

24 http://www.nytimes.com/2013/05/30/world/asia/papua-new-guinea-moves-to-repeal-
sorcery-act.html?_r=0

25 http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Geo6/14-15/33
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(5)Nothing in subsection (1) of  this section shall apply to anything done solely for the 
purpose of  entertainment.

However, this act was repealed in 2008, and provisions of  the Consumer 
Protection from Unfair Trading Regulations 2008 have since been used to 
regulate such activity.26 These regulations prohibit unfair commercial practices 
in the UK, and are based on an equivalent EU directive. According to the 
regulations, a commercial practice in unfair if:

(a) it contravenes the requirements of  professional diligence; and (b) it materially 
distorts or is likely to materially distort the economic behaviour of  the average 
consumer with regard to the product; 
...
(a) it is a misleading action under the provisions of  regulation 5; (b) it is a misleading 
omission under the provisions of  regulation 6; (c) it is aggressive under the provisions 
of  regulation 7; or (d) it is listed in Schedule 1.

Schedule 1 lists certain prohibited practices, which may apply to commercial 
superstitious activities in some cases. For example, “Making a materially inaccurate 
claim concerning the nature and extent of  the risk to the personal security of  the consumer or his 
family if  the consumer does not purchase the product” is prohibited under the schedule, 
as is “Falsely claiming that a product is able to cure illnesses, dysfunction or malformations”. 
In other cases, commercial superstitious activity can also be aggressive27 or 
misleading, which is also reason to prohibit the practice. 

Conclusions and lessons to keep in mind

1. Threat of  persecution: Many sorcery / black magic / witchcraft laws have 
had a very gendered impact, and have been used to persecute vulnerable and 
marginalized women and girls in many countries. This is particularly true 
in many of  the pacific countries and in Africa. The impact is often felt by 
single women, widows, and women with disabilities, and studies have linked 

26 https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/ucp/public/index.cfm?event=public.country.
viewFile&lawID=23&languageID=EN

27 The regulations deem a commercial practice to be aggressive if  “it significantly impairs 
or is likely significantly to impair the average consumer’s freedom of  choice or conduct 
in relation to the product concerned through the use of  harassment, coercion or undue 
influence”, where undue influence means “exploiting a position of  power in relation to the 
consumer so as to apply pressure, even without using or threatening to use physical force, 
in a way which significantly limits the consumer’s ability to make an informed decision”. 
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the costs of  upkeep to accusations of  witchcraft and sorcery.28 A study 
from South Africa, for example, noted that when a widow pension scheme 
was introduced, complaints under the witchcraft act fell. Many countries 
are beginning to recognise the inherent gendered risk of  such legislation. 
PNG repealed its law this year because of  the numbers of  women being 
killed. Any draft bill must account for this risk. Possible ways of  doing this 
include (i) a strong definition of  harm caused, so only people who cause 
harm because of  their practice of  superstitious beliefs are prosecuted; (ii) 
Punishments for malicious and false accusations;

2. Impact on freedom of  religion and belief: Many acts considered 
“superstitious” will interfere with religious beliefs. Punishments may be put 
in place for people offering services, but its possible that people who receive 
these services believe in them as well. Any bill of  this nature needs to clearly 
define what sort of  practice is being penalised. 

3. Impact on freedom of  occupation and expression: A strong critique 
of  sorcery / black magic / witchcraft laws has come from the practitioners 
of  this “magic”, who believe they are not being allowed to engage in the 
employment of  their choice, i.e., traditional healers, shamans, etc. This 
becomes more complicated when these practices are penalised not just when 
they cause harm, but also when they are carried out for “commercial gain”. 
The concept note lists many such practices. Two arguments are made against 
this: (1) that if  someone is selling a “magic bracelet” and someone wants to 
buy it, the state cannot prohibit it if  no one feels harm is caused; (2) as a 
doctor is not punished when a patient is not healed (except negligence of  
course), a traditional healer shouldn’t either, unless the state enters into an 
evaluation into the type of  treatment being provided. 

There is a corresponding impact on the freedom of  expression as well, especially 
when individuals like to self  identify as witches, magic men, etc. 

Impact on cultural rights: Many sorcery / black magic / witchcraft laws have a 
colonial history, and were criticized for their inability to understand and account 
for beliefs and practices that were important to indigenous communities. This 
bill also runs the same risk. It can be argued that people have the right to believe 
in ghosts, or spirits, or whatever, and have the right to have these “exorcised” if  
they think it is important.

28 http://asiafoundation.org/in-asia/2012/08/08/legislating-against-witchcraft-accusations-
in-nepal/
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3. Concept Note

Introduction:

It is quite a disturbing fact that superstitious practices are on the rise even in 
this 21 century. While the old practices continue unabated, new ones are being 
invented. Modern media seems to foster this development. As a result, the entire 
society is subjected to unbearable agony. The Constitution of  India envisages 
a society which is democratic, secular and socialist. The 42nd  amendment  to  
the  Constitution  inserted  Article  51A(h)  as  a fundamental duty  by stressing 
the need to ‘develop the scientific temper, humanism and the spirit of  enquiry and reform’. 
With the help of  modern science, we are able to explore several things that 
were considered secret and mysterious in the past and bring it within everyone’s 
experience and knowledge. These explorations have proved that several such 
accustomed superstitious practices are indeed unscientific and absurd. We 
should move forward in this direction even as we acknowledge and respect that 
all citizens enjoy freedom of  religious belief  and practice. Yet there is a need to 
distinguish the subtle difference between religious faith and superstition born 
out of  blind beliefs. 

 

 This note has been prepared in consultation with eminent litterateurs, noted thinkers, social 
activists, academicians, lawyers and folklore experts on the invitation of   ‘The Centre for the 
Study of  Social  Exclusion and Inclusive Policy’ of  National Law School of  India University. 
The note also includes inputs received from a wide section of  people to whom it was sent 
for suggestions, recommendations and comments. The opinions thus collected have been 
consolidated and we invite a public debate on this note to strengthen it further and make it 
more comprehensive. 
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The vested interests within all religions had kept alive several exploitative 
practices in the name of  tradition, religious faith and custom resulting in creating 
discrimination against Dalits, backward communities, women and religious 
minorities during pre-Independent time. It is a sad fact that even after six and 
half  decades since we gave ourselves a Constitution, which upholds values of  
equality and scientific temper, we are unable to wipe out vested interests. This is 
the prime reason why our Constitutional aspirations like equality, brotherhood 
and fraternity have been rendered into a mere platitude. 

It is important to reinstate that opposing superstition does not mean denial of  
religious faith. In a democracy, people should be free to hold healthy beliefs of  
their choice and the government should not criminalise anyone for holding forth 
such beliefs. Common people usually develop several beliefs on the basis of  their 
lived experience, what they see around and by some other motivation. Beliefs 
give rise to practices. The next step is when beliefs lose their original identity and 
get reduced to superstition.  Social inequality, lack of  rational thinking, deficient 
dissemination of  knowledge are some of  the reasons which make people accept 
things or events without any established causal relationship. Practices that grow 
out such beliefs lose their meaning and become easy tools of  exploitation and 
abuse in the hands of  those who are ready to impose blind faith and ignorance.

Therefore, it is the primary duty of  the government to encourage rational thinking 
in society by enabling people to examine and to modify their beliefs. Accordingly, 
it is desirable that the proposed ‘THE KARNATAKA PREVENTION 
OF SUPERSTITIOUS PRACTICES BILL- 2013’ should, on the one hand, 
discourage attempts to use peoples’ religious beliefs as tools of  exploitation 
and, on the other, to remove established vested interests that either directly or 
indirectly come in the way of  people developing scientific understanding. At the 
same time, it should facilitate people to develop rational thinking, a questioning 
attitude and scientific temper. Unless this is done, it would be impossible to 
realize the Constitutional aspirations of  making India a secular, socialist republic. 
It is for these reasons that there is an urgent need to enact a law that would curb 
all forms of  blind beliefs – those nurtured by long tradition as well as those that 
have emerged recently – and spread awareness and scientific outlook.

The Background

Societies require something more than economic progress for their all-round 
development.  One of  them is a superstition free environment. Some people 
are of  the view that rationality required to develop such a society is alien to our 
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culture since ideas like scientific thinking and secularism are Western concepts 
and borrowed from Western culture. But it is important to remember that cultural 
and intellectual history of  our society is shaped by many radical native thinkers 
and thoughts.  Our tradition is shaped over a long period of  time by rational 
philosophies of  Buddhism, Sankhya, Carvaka, Vysheshika, Arudha, lokayatha, 
the 12th Century Sharana movement and many more. Great personalities like the 
Buddha, Basava, Allama, Vivekananda, Phule, Periyar, Narayana guru, Nehru, 
Ambedkar, Lohia and others have been a part of  our rich intellectual legacy. We 
also had numerous native visionaries and social reformers like folk philosophers, 
yogis, rebellious cultural heroes, saints, Sufis and saint poets who stood against 
orthodoxy and mindless rituals. They tore away from the clutches of  tradition 
and ushered in new thinking. The call given by the Buddha not to accept any 
tenets uncritically merely because they have been handed down to us by tradition, 
but examine them closely and accept only if  we are convinced that such beliefs 
would serve the interests of  all, is a case in point. Dr. Ambedkar stated that 
he was attracted by the Buddha philosophy for its rationalism. Nehru believed 
that there was a close connection between scientific attitude and social justice. 
In our own time we have seen thinkers like Kuvempu, Shivarama Karanth, 
H.Narasimaiah and others who strove all their lives to create a new Karnataka 
free of  conservative, blind beliefs.

In spite of  this glorious legacy, the role of  modern education in developing 
a rational approach that can put an end to irrational beliefs and superstitious 
practices can never be overstated. For instance, the 1986 National Policy on 
Education emphasizes the importance of  science and rational thinking and 
declares that social development can be achieved only by nurturing such values. 
The National Curriculum Framework of  2005 also reiterates the same idea. 
However, it is a sad fact that superstition exists even among those who are 
well-educated. Education seems have made no impact in developing a rational 
bent of  mind among youth. Superstitious practices are carried out openly in 
Government offices where, for instance, priests ‘officially’ perform religious 
rites for starting or launching a new government project, the walls in Vidhana 
Soudha are altered to correct a ‘vastu’ default and certain magical rituals are 
performed by politicians to harm their opponents. In a country with more than 
120 crores of  people, the ones who profess rationality and scientific temper are 
in a minority. The responsibility of  developing a scientific attitude cannot rest 
on such a limited number of  progressive thinkers and activists. While rightful 
education can a go a long way in putting an end to the rise of  superstitious 
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practices, it is equally important that such endeavours are ably supported by 
legislative initiatives as per the overarching principles of  the Constitution. The 
government has to pull together all its machinery and involve all likeminded 
people and supporting institutions in this mission.

It should be recalled here that for a long time there was this superstitious belief  
that Chief  Minister who visited Chamarajanagara while in office would lose their 
power and till now no Chief  Minister had dared to question it. By visiting the 
place the present Chief  Minister in a way has demonstrated that such beliefs 
have no basis. It is very crucial that acts of  curbing superstitious practices should 
start at home.

Science v/s Blind faith

The Indian Constitution envisages a democratic, secular and socialist pattern 
of  society for our country and advocates certain guidelines and provisions to 
realize this intention. The social system that existed during pre-independent 
India had kept women and certain sections of  people in total darkness and 
ignorance, resulting in their exploitation.  In addition, the common people were 
kept under intellectual slavery by the priestly class. Caught in this system, they 
were not able to develop the faculty of  independent thinking and come out of  
their exploitation. Even after independence, attempts by the Government and 
conscientious citizens to restrain these vested interests and encourage rational 
thinking have met with very little success. This, however, does not mean that 
such a condition cannot be changed. History is replete with instances where 
many conscientious people have fought on behalf  of  the oppressed people, 
along with some awakened persons from the community itself. In the present 
situation, it is in the fitness of  things that the Government came forward to 
perform its role as a representative of  the people and exercise its Constitutional 
responsibility.

Amendment 42 to clause 51-A (H) of  the Constitution envisages that establishing 
‘a scientific temper, secular outlook, humanism and a spirit of  enquiry’ is the 
duty of  every citizen of  this country. Creating an environment conducive to 
perform such duties is the need of  our times. While building a rational society 
is of  prime importance, equally crucial is to protect those that are involved in 
this mission. 

Scientific temper refers to a method that logically analyses every aspect of  life on 
the basis of  reason and seeks to find satisfactory answers. Humanism believes 
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in the dignity of  fellow human beings, maintains a concern for the welfare of  
society and upholds the values of  brotherhood and equality.  It is a system of  
thought which regards humans as capable of  using their intelligence to live their 
lives, rather than relying on religious belief. The essence of  secularism is the 
non-interference of  religion in the organization of  society, education and in 
public affairs.  Not favouring any religion could also mean maintaining an equal 
distance from all religions. Reform has been variously defined as measure to 
improve by alteration, correction of  error, or removal of  defects, to abolish 
abuse or malpractice, to cause to give up harmful and immoral practices and 
persuade people to adopt better way of  life.

 
A system of  faith is a set of  traditionally accepted concepts that operate in the 
realm of  personal belief. They are instruments intended either to ward off  an 
event predicted to happen in the future or deal with problems in the present. 
Just as there are beliefs that are harmless, there are also those which are quite 
harmful and misleading. Such beliefs constitute the basis for traditions and 
rituals. A multiplication of  such practices stifles people’s lives and become tools 
of  oppression. A large number of  them have proved to be detrimental to society 
over a period of  time. For instance horoscope reading, numerology, Vastu, black 
magic, hypnosism, miracles, witchcraft etc have established a link with notions 
of  God and religion and have had a harmful impact on the mental health of  
society. They are nothing short of  epidemics plaguing the entire humankind.

Witchcraft and rituals claiming to be magical often lead to physical harm and 
loss of  property. They often involve violent, secretive and mysterious rituals that 
can even lead to death. They operate as a vicious circle of  revenge and counter-
revenge. They claim to physically and mentally defeat, disarm, neutralise and 
even kill an opponent. One finds that hapless people in a mentally vulnerable 
condition, who are in search of  solution to their life’s problems, often fall victims 
to such deceptive practices and their practitioners. People’s unwavering faith and 
fear in witchcraft and magic have led to these practitioners gaining acceptance 
and success.

Such practices further gain ground and spread when they become commercial 
commodities. People who claim to be “baba”s sell rudraksha beads, dolls and 
such knickknacks or talisman that claim to cure diseases; pundits and soothsayers 
who offer solutions to problems by reading the almanac, lines on the hand or the 
position of  stars and planets; frauds who claim to be “godmen” are all part of  
the larger commercial machinery of  superstition. They are not restricted to any 
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one religious faith. There is a need to form a comprehensive legislation against 
such anti-people practices after giving due considerations to matters of  religious 
freedom, people’s traditions and unique cultural practices.

The need of  the hour

‘Hurting people’s sentiments’ is a common refrain used when practices such 
as Made Snana, Ajalu system, Pankti bheda (feeding Brahmins and other 
castes in separate lines) are opposed. It was cited when inhuman practices 
like untouchability, Devadasi system, nude worship and child marriage were 
abolished. It is only natural that there is an antagonism from traditionalists when 
attempts are made to question blind beliefs. However, an entire society cannot 
be kept in darkness in order to protect the interests of  a handful of  fundamental 
forces.

There is a need to abolish, through legislation, practices that harm the dignity of  
a human being and commit social and financial frauds on him or her. There is 
also a need to put an end to practices such as Vastu, hypnosis, horoscope reading 
that commit fraud on people by claiming to have a scientific basis by bringing 
such acts also under the ambit of  a law. Subjecting women to sexual harassment 
while claiming to cure barrenness or subjecting people to violence in the name 
of  exorcising ghosts are much in vogue. There are also many practices which 
deceive people by wearing a mask of  scientific research and analysis. All religions 
are guilty of  perpetrating one or the other type of  superstitious practice in the 
name of  tradition and subjecting people, particularly women and children to 
avoidable harm and indignity.

Apart from the legislative measures, the Government should develop a 
curriculum aimed at freeing the youth from the clutches of  such practices. There 
is a need to introduce textbooks in schools and colleges that uphold secular 
values and inculcate values that are beyond the confines of  religion if  rationalism 
and scientific temper have to triumph over the ingrained superstitious beliefs. 
Our schools, colleges and universities should have debates, writing assignments, 
scientific experiments, personality development workshops and seminars that 
further this cause. There should be an official instruction that schools and 
colleges should take students to places of  historical and ecological importance, 
adventure camps and museums rather than to pilgrim places in the name of  
annual excursions. While framing a law, there should be emphasis on ridding 
schools, colleges, universities, government offices and other public places of  
superstitious religious practices that have come to grip them.
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To put it in a nutshell, any practice that creates an unhealthy society can be 
considered “superstitious”. When such practices become commercialized, 
they turn into a means of  livelihood for fraudsters and a way of  deceiving the 
gullible. If  they are not covered under a law, we end up in as society steeped 
in superstition. A legislation to stop and control superstitions is necessary and 
inevitable to build a vibrant and healthy Karnataka. 

Practices that should be banned and made punishable 

As the line that demarcates religious faith from superstition is very thin, it is 
necessary to delineate the difference between the two however subtle the 
distinction may be. Fundamental duties as enshrined in the Constitution, the 
concept of  Human Rights and the plural nature of  our cultural practices may 
provide us with a broad criterion to mark the dividing line between the two. 
The proposed Bill could bring under its purview those superstitious practices 
that cause physical and mental violence to the victims, violate human dignity 
of  the people and result in the economic exploitation of  fellow human beings. 
Further, since such practices particularly victimize women, children, Dalits and 
minorities, it is important to bring them under the scope of  the Bill. Keeping 
in mind the nature and degree of  the harm that is perpetrated in the name of  
superstition, we can make a distinction between practices that should be banned 
and those that should be controlled.

The following important aspects may be included in the schedule as a punishable 
act or practice.

1. Practices like astrological predictions, black magic, witchcrafts like modi 
and ranamodi, bhanamathi, claiming to provide solutions through divine 
intervention, foot-worship, being carried in palanquins in public.

2. Practices and traditional beliefs that create disharmony in society; acts that 
promote discrimination on the basis of   caste/gender/class, encourage 
division among people and violate the dignity of  human beings. Such 
practices that demean the dignity of  human beings like ‘Made Snana (making 
people roll on the leftovers of  food) or Ajalu system (making people eat 
human excreta, nails, hair etc, as is done in the case of   Koragas, a Dalit 
community in Udupi and Mangalore districts etc) .

3. Collective practices carried out in the name of  tradition such as discrimination 
on the notion of  purity and pollution, keeping certain castes/sections of  
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people outside places of  religious worship or living areas; preventing them 
from performing certain religious rituals, discrimination in dining.

4. Practices that inflict harm to women or subject them to sexual abuse in 
the name of  curing them of  their barrenness or procuring hidden treasure; 
carrying out human or animal sacrifice for the sake of  promised material 
benefits, exploiting people in the name of  Vastu, nude worship, torment 
women in the name of  playing ‘okuli‘ (splashing water on women forcibly);  
keeping menstruating and pregnant women in isolated huts far away from 
the villages (as it is done in Kadugolla community).

Practices that need to be controlled and prevented.

The Constitution of  India has granted its citizens the freedom to practice the 
religion of  their choice with fervor as long as it does not endanger the well-being 
of  society at large. More often than not people become victims of  superstition 
on their own volition, but it should not be used to justify such practices. Nor 
should such victims be penalized by law as the victims of  superstition are not 
necessarily its perpetrators.  It is therefore essential that those who victimize 
common people in the name of  religion should be brought under the ambit of  
law.  

1. It should be proclaimed that religious groups of  any religion practicing any 
of  the following will come under the purview of  the bill: offering predictions 
based on  Vastu or Astrology for gain; stigmatizing persons as belonging to a 
‘bad star’ by referring to horoscope or claiming to having knowledge about 
Kundalini or Palmistry; seeking and answering questions through divination 
with the help of  extra-sensory perception from seats of  religious authority 
like mutts, mandirs and guru peethas; claiming knowledge of  future events 
suggesting sacrifice of  living beings and similar such acts/claims. It should 
be made public that individuals or groups like associations, organizations 
and trusts are bound by this bill and as such, their transactions done in 
the name of  religion and activities arising from blind superstition should 
be considered as crimes against the law. Individuals and groups who are 
currently engaged in such activities should be asked to register themselves 
with a government-appointed registering authority.

2. People (like astrologers, mullahs, babas,  priests, those who interpret the 
panchanga and those who  claim to foretell the future) who exploit the 
religious fervor of  the common people to sow seeds of  ignorant practices, 
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dead tradition and hoary practices by creating fear-anxiety-distress and 
causing physical and mental anguish should be brought within the scope of  
this bill.

3. Services that exploit the gullibility of  the common people by promising to 
provide solutions to their problems by removing the evil effects of  Vastu, 
horoscope or planetary influences by capitalizing on their beliefs and 
practice should watched. Their activities should be considered as service 
to the consumer and provisions made to claim compensation for wrong 
results.  Besides cautioning the public against people who provide such 
help, advertisements for such services and individuals or organizations who 
assemble the public in the name of  religious worship for such purposes 
should be made to register with the relevant registering authority.

4. Individuals and office-bearers of  associations that exploit ignorance to 
promote slavery, untouchability, disharmony between religions, child and 
women abuse and the protection of  a few religious groups should be 
penalized.

5. Associations, organizations, individuals, trust or any factions that promote, 
preach or observe such ignorant practices (including media like Doordarshan, 
Radio, Cinema, …, websites, books and newspapers) should be made to 
understand that these are illegal activities.

6. Considering people as human manifestations of  gods through the 
misunderstanding of  tradition and practice, religious misconception and 
misguided enthusiasm and the beliefs that are perpetrated through such 
religious ignorance should be banned and those who promote activities 
connected with such beliefs should be punished according to the law.

7. People or religious organizations that enthuse gullible people to sacrifice 
animals within the precincts of  places of  worship by promising to relieve 
them of  their difficulties or help them in attaining wealth or for general 
welfare, and also those who burn or maim sick animals or indulge in any 
form of  cruelty to them as cure for their diseases should come under the 
purview of  this bill.

8. Forcing people to make a vow by holding fire in their hands, testing an 
accused through unscientific mental suggestion and passing unscientific 
judgments (like Khap panchayat judgments, excommunication and social 
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boycotting) should be considered as crimes and should be punished as such 
under the bill.

9. Condemning the religious practice, tradition and belief  of  other faiths; 
insulting, disrespecting or otherwise showing them contempt.

10. The form and measure of  punishment to be meted out to the guilty through 
the bill under consideration relating to the practice of  superstition has to be 
serious enough not to become ludicrous. The Maharashtra Bill had initially 
suggested that the punishment for going against the Bill should be 7 years 
imprisonment and a fine of  Rs. 50,000. But when the Bill eventually came 
into force while the fine remained the same, the punishment was reduced to 
6 to 7 months imprisonment. An extension of  the period of  imprisonment 
would be more appropriate.

11. In line with the already existing provision that provides protection to those 
attempting to bring about social transformation by using the RTI Act, it is 
necessary that legal protection is provided to those that have come forward 
to establish scientific temper in all earnestness.

Nature of  initiatives to be undertaken by the Government.

1. An extensive publicity programme aimed at combating superstition has to 
be taken up by involving all forms of  media including theatre, street plays, 
yakshagana, pamphlets, wall writings, radio, TV, internet sites, cinema, 
documentaries and short films, public adverts, meetings, conventions and 
seminars. It should be a part of  school curriculum.

2.  Lessons and activities that promote rational thinking, scientific attitude and 
a questioning spirit that would inculcate self-confidence to fight blind faith 
and superstition should be included in the school curriculum. 

2. Folk arts, beliefs, practices and traditions handed over by previous generations 
are of  a religious nature and are related to God and religion. Folk art needs 
to be extricated from such practices. It is then that superstitious beliefs and 
blind practices could be put to rest. An extensive initiation programme has 
to be taken up towards such a reforming process. Folklore and Yakshagana 
Academy, Department of  Kannada and Culture and Folklore University 
should be able to officially take up such a responsibility and execute the 
same. Simultaneously public and private institutions, Bodies of  Authority 
and Academies, Federations and Boards, Wings of  administrative machinery, 
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courts and other institutions should come forward to put an end to 
superstitious practices in their own areas of  operation.

A Scientific Temper Authority has to be established in order to build a mature, 
superstition-free Karnataka and shape it further to grow into a progressive 
State. This Authority should not only be endowed with the responsibility 
of  eradicating superstition but also be vested with the power to take action 
against the practice of  superstition in government, quasi-government and non-
government organizations and institutions in the public sector and in the aided 
and unaided areas of  public sector as well. Supervisory power and to a certain 
extent, the power to exercise legal action should also be vested.
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¥ÀjPÀ®à£ÁvÀäPÀ n¥ÀàtÂ

¥Àæ¸ÁÛªÀ£É

21£ÉÃ ±ÀvÀªÀiÁ£ÀzÀ F DzsÀÄ¤PÀ PÁ®zÀ°èAiÀÄÆ £ÀªÀÄä ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ°è ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ, 

PÀAzÁZÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ wÃªÀæUÀwAiÀÄ°è ºÉZÀÄÑwÛgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ DvÀAPÀPÁj «zÀåªÀiÁ£ÀªÁVzÉ. ºÀ¼ÉAiÀÄ 

¥ÀzÀÞwUÀ¼À eÉÆvÉUÉ, ºÉÆ¸À ºÉÆ¸À ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ D«µÁÌgÀUÉÆ¼ÀÄîwÛªÉ. ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ 

¸ÀºÀ ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ©wÛ¨É¼ÉzÀÄ ¥ÉÆÃ¶¸ÀÄwÛªÉ. F ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À PÁgÀtUÀ½AzÁV C¸ÀºÀ¤ÃAiÀÄ 

¸ÀAPÀlUÀ½UÉ ErÃ ¸ÀªÀiÁd FqÁVzÉ. ¨sÁgÀvÀzÀ ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀ «¢ü 51-J(ºÉZï)UÉ vÀAzÀ 

42£ÉÃ wzÀÄÝ¥ÀrAiÀÄ°è ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ aAvÀ£É, ¥Àæ²ß¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀ, ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀvÁªÁzÀ ºÁUÀÆ 

¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ¸ÀÄzsÁgÀuÉUÀ¼À CUÀvÀåªÀ£ÀÄß MwÛ ºÉÃ¼À¯ÁVzÉ. dvÉUÉ, »AzÉ C£ÀÆºÀåªÁVzÀÝ ºÀ®ªÀÅ 

«¸ÀäAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß, ¤UÀÆqsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß DzsÀÄ¤PÀ PÁ®zÀ°è J®ègÀ C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀPÉÌ §gÀÄªÀ ºÁUÉ «eÁÕ£À 

D«µÁÌgÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄwÛzÉ. F D«µÁÌgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ FªÀgÉV£À ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ gÀÆrüUÀvÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß CªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ-C¸ÀAUÀvÀ JAzÀÄ ̧ Á©ÃvÀÄ¥Àr¹ªÉ. £ÀªÀÄä zÉÃ±ÀzÀ ̧ ÀA«zsÁ£À vÀ£Éß¯Áè 

¥ÀæeÉUÀ½UÉ vÀªÀÄä £ÀA©PÉAiÀÄ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ±ÀæzÉÞAiÀÄ£ÀÄß DZÀj¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÁévÀAvÀæöåªÀ£ÀÄß SÁvÀj¥Àr¹zÉ. 

EzÀ£ÀÄß £ÁªÀÅ UËgÀ«¸ÀÄvÀÛ¯ÉÃ ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉAiÀÄ¨ÉÃQzÉ. ¸ÀÆPÀëöä ¸ÀAUÀwAiÉÄAzÀgÉ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ±ÀæzÉÞ 

¨ÉÃgÉ, CAzsÀ±ÀæzÉÞAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÉÃ ¨ÉÃgÉ. ¸ÁévÀAvÀæöå ¥ÀÆªÀðzÀ ¨sÁgÀwÃAiÀÄ ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ°è 

zÀ°vÀgÀ£ÀÄß, »AzÀÄ½zÀ eÁwAiÀÄªÀgÀ£ÀÄß, ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß, zsÁ«ÄðPÀ C®à¸ÀASÁåvÀgÀ£ÀÄß QÃ¼ÁV 

PÁtÄªÀ vÁgÀvÀªÀÄå £É¯ÉAiÀÄ ±ÉÆÃµÀPÀ ¥ÀzÀÞwUÀ¼ÀÄ J¯Áè zsÀªÀÄðUÀ¼À ¥ÀlÖ¨sÀzÀæ »vÁ¸ÀQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ 

¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄ, zsÁ«ÄðPÀ £ÀA©PÉ, gÀÆrüUÀvÀ ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÉ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ºÉ¸Àj£À°è ZÁ°ÛAiÀÄ°ènÖzÀÝªÀÅ. 

¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀvÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀUÀ¼À D±ÀAiÀÄªÀ¤ßj¹PÉÆAqÀ ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀªÀÅ eÁjUÉ 

§AzÀÄ DgÀÆªÀgÉ zÀ±ÀPÀUÀ¼À £ÀAvÀgÀªÀÇ ªÀiËqsÀå¥Á®PÀ ¸ÁÜ¦vÀ »vÁ¸ÀQÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀwÛPÀÌ¯ÁV®è. 

EzÀÄ ¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀvÉ-¸ÉÆÃzÀgÀvÉ-¸ÀºÀ¨Á¼Éé JA§ ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÁvÀäPÀ D±ÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÉÃªÀ® 

£É¥ÀªÀiÁvÀæªÁV¸À®Ä ªÀÄvÉÆÛAzÀÄ ¥ÀæªÀÄÄR PÁgÀtªÁVzÉ. 

ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß «gÉÆÃ¢ü¸ÀÄªÀÅzÉAzÀgÉ, d£ÀgÀ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß C®èUÀ¼ÉAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀ®è, 

»Ã£Á¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀ®è. d£À¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀågÀÄ vÀªÀÄä §zÀÄQ£À C£ÀÄ¨sÀªÀUÀ½AzÀ, ¸ÀÄvÀÛªÀÄÄvÀÛ® ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ 

¥ÉæÃgÀuÉUÀ½AzÀ ºÁUÀÆ ¥ÀæZÉÆÃzÀ£ÉUÀ½AzÀ ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¨É¼É¹PÉÆArgÀÄvÁÛgÉ. 

£ÀA©PÉUÀ½AzÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ºÀÄnÖPÉÆ¼ÀÄîvÀÛªÉ. £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄÆ® C¹ÛvÀé PÀ¼ÉzÀÄPÉÆAqÁUÀ 

ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ E£ÉÆßAzÀÄ ºÀAvÀ. ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ C¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀvÉ, ªÉÊZÁjPÀ eÁÕ£ÀzÀ 

C®¨sÀåvÉ, eÁÕ£À ̧ ÀAªÀºÀ£ÀzÀ PÉÆgÀvÉ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ PÁgÀtUÀ½AzÀ PÉ®ªÀÅ ªÀÄÆqsÁZÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ 

PÁAiÀÄðPÁgÀt ¸ÀA§AzsÀ«®èzÉAiÉÄÃ £ÀA§ÄªÀAvÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄvÀÛªÉ. EAxÀ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯É gÀÆrüUÉ 

§AzÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ CxÀð»Ã£ÀªÁVgÀÄvÀÛªÉ. EªÀÅ CeÁÕ£ÀªÀ£ÀÄß, CAzsÀ±ÀæzÉÞAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ºÉÃgÀÄªÀ 

ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÉÆÃ¶¸ÀÄªÀ ±ÀQÛUÀ¼À PÉÊAiÀÄ°è zÀÄ§ð¼ÀPÉAiÀiÁUÀÄvÀÛªÉ.
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F n¥ÀàtÂAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¨ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆj£À gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ ±Á¯ÉAiÀÄ ‘¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀvÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ 

M¼ÀUÉÆ¼ÀÄî«PÉ ¤ÃwAiÀÄ CzsÀåAiÀÄ£À PÉÃAzÀæ’zÀ G¥ÀPÀæªÀÄzÀ°è gÀa¸À¯ÁzÀ, gÁdåzÀ »jAiÀÄ 

aAvÀPÀgÀÄ, ¸Á»wUÀ¼ÀÄ, £ÁåAiÀÄªÁ¢UÀ¼ÀÄ, eÁ£À¥ÀzÀ vÀdÕgÀÄ, «ZÁgÀªÁ¢UÀ¼À£ÉÆß¼ÀUÉÆAqÀ 

¸À«Äw¬ÄAzÀ gÀÆ¦¸À¯ÁVzÉ. C®èzÉ £Ár£À ««zsÉqÉUÀ½AzÀ §AzÀ ¸À®ºÉ, C©ü¥ÁæAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

M¼ÀUÉÆArzÉ. 

AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ¥ÀæeÁvÁAwæPÀ ̧ ÀªÀiÁdzÀ°è d£ÀgÀÄ vÀªÀÄUÉ EµÀÖ §AzÀ DgÉÆÃUÀåPÁj £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À¤ßlÄÖPÉÆ¼Àî®Ä 

¸ÀévÀAvÀægÁVgÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAvÀºÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À¤ßlÄÖPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀPÁðgÀ 

C¥ÀgÁ¢üÃPÀj¸À¨ÁgÀzÀÄ. DzÀgÉ d£ÀgÀ CAxÁ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ, ªÉÊZÁjPÀ vÀ¼ÀºÀ¢AiÀÄ°è 

«±ÉèÃµÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä, ¥ÀjµÀÌgÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä ̧ À±ÀPÀÛgÀ£ÁßV¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ̧ ÀªÀiÁdzÀ°è ªÉÊZÁjPÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

¨É¼É¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀPÉÌ ¨ÉA§® ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀ DzÀå PÀvÀðªÀåªÁVzÉ. »ÃUÁV ¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ PÀ£ÁðlPÀ 

¸ÀPÁðgÀªÀÅ gÀÆ¦¸À®Ä §AiÀÄ¹gÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ¤AiÀÄAvÀæt ºÁUÀÆ ¤µÉÃzsÀ 

«zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀªÀÅ KPÀPÁ®zÀ°è d£À¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀågÀ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉAiÀÄ ̧ ÁzsÀ£ÀªÀ£ÁßV 

ªÀiÁrPÉÆ¼ÀÄîwÛgÀÄªÀ zsÉÆÃgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÁUÀÆ F ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄUÉ ¥ÀævÀåPÀëªÁVAiÀÄÆ ¥ÀgÉÆÃPÀëªÁVAiÀÄÆ 

CrØ ¥Àr¸ÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀ ¸ÁÜ¦vÀ »vÁ¸ÀQÛUÀ¼À ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃzsÀªÀÄðªÀ£ÀÄß C½¹ºÁPÀ¨ÉÃPÁVzÉ. CzÉÃ ªÉÃ¼É 

d£ÀgÀ°è ªÉÊZÁjPÀ ¥ÀæeÉÕ, ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀ, ¥Àæ²ß¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß GvÉÛÃf¸ÀÄªÀ 

¸ÀzÁ±ÀAiÀÄªÀ£ÀÄß £ÁªÀÅ vÀ¼ÉAiÀÄ¨ÉÃPÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ. EzÁUÀzÀ ºÉÆgÀvÀÄ ̈ sÁgÀvÀªÀ£ÀÄß MAzÀÄ ¥ÀæeÁvÁAwæPÀ, 

zsÀªÀÄð¤gÀ¥ÉÃPÀë, eÁåvÀåwÃvÀ zÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÁßV gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀ D±ÀAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ FqÉÃgÀÄªÀÅ¢®è. 

DzÀÄzÀjAzÀ¯ÉÃ ¥ÁgÀA¥ÀjPÀªÁV gÀÆrüUÉ §A¢gÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ºÉÆ¸ÀzÁV ºÀÄlÄÖªÀ½AiÀiÁVgÀÄªÀ 

ºÁUÀÆ ªÀÄÄAzÉ ºÀÄnÖPÉÆ¼Àî§ºÀÄzÁzÀ J¯Áè jÃwAiÀÄ ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀwÛPÀÄÌªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ, d£ÀgÀ°è 

ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀ ©vÀÄÛªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ, ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ ºÉÆuÉUÁjPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß 

JwÛ»rAiÀÄÄªÀ ¤¢ðµÀÖ «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀªÀ£ÀÄß gÀÆ¦¹ eÁjUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ CUÀvÀå«zÉ. 

»£Éß¯É

£ÀªÀÄä ¸ÀªÀiÁdªÀÅ PÉÃªÀ® DyðPÀ ªÀ®AiÀÄUÀ¼À°è ªÀiÁvÀæªÀ®èzÉ, ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ J¯Áè gÀAUÀUÀ¼À°è 

¥ÀæUÀwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸Á¢ü¸À®Ä, ¢£À¤vÀåzÀ fÃªÀ£ÀzÀ°è ºÁ¸ÀÄºÉÆPÁÌVgÀÄªÀ ªÀiËqsÀåªÀÄÆ®zÀ 

C¤µÀÖUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÆÃUÀ¯Ár¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CUÀvÀå. F PÁAiÀÄðPÉÌ CªÀ±ÀåPÀªÁV ¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄªÀ ªÉÊZÁjPÀ 

eÁUÀÈwAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¥Á²ÑªÀiÁvÀå ¸ÀA¸ÀÌøwAiÀÄ PÉÆqÀÄUÉAiÉÄAzÀÄ PÉ®ªÀgÀÄ ºÀ½AiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀÄAlÄ. DzÀgÉ 

¨sÁgÀvÀzÀ ¨sÀªÀå ¸ÁA¸ÀÌøwPÀ ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÉAiÀÄ°è ªÉÊZÁjPÀ £É¯ÉUÀnÖ£À ¨ËzÀÞ, ¸ÁARå, ZÁªÁðPÀ, 

ªÉÊ±ÉÃ¶PÀ, DgÀÆqsÀ, ¯ÉÆÃPÁAiÀÄvÀ, ±ÀgÀt ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÉ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ zÀ±Àð£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, §ÄzÀÞ, §¸ÀªÀtÚ, 

C®èªÀÄ¥Àæ¨sÀÄ, ¥sÀÆ¯É, ¥ÉjAiÀiÁgï, ̧ Áé«Ä «ªÉÃPÁ£ÀAzÀ, £ÁgÁAiÀÄtUÀÄgÀÄ, £ÉºÀgÀÄ, CA¨ÉÃqÀÌgï, 

¯ÉÆÃ»AiÀiÁ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀgÀ aAvÀ£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ EwºÁ¸ÀzÀÄzÀÝPÀÆÌ ºÁ¸ÀÄºÉÆPÁÌVªÉ. F ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀßzÀ°è 

d£À¥ÀzÀ vÀvÀé¥ÀzÀPÁgÀgÀÄ, zÉÃ²Ã AiÉÆÃVUÀ¼ÀÄ, §AqÀÄPÉÆÃgÀ ¸ÁA¸ÀÌøwPÀ £ÁAiÀÄPÀgÀÄ, ¸ÀAvÀ 

ªÀÄºÁAvÀgÀÄ, ±ÀgÀtgÀÄ, ¸ÀÆ¦üUÀ¼ÀÄ, zÁ¸ÀgÀÄ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁd ¸ÀÄzsÁgÀPÀgÀ PÉÆqÀÄUÉ 

PÀÆqÀ UÀªÀÄ£ÁºÀð. £ÀªÀÄä ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÉAiÉÆA¢UÉ ¸ÁV §A¢gÀÄªÀ ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¨sÀÆvÀzÀ 

ªÀå¸À£ÀUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ zÀAUÉ ¸ÁjzÀ EªÀgÀÄ ºÉÆ¸À aAvÀ£ÉUÉ £ÁA¢ ºÁrzÁÝgÉ. AiÀiÁªÀÅzÀ£ÉßÃ 
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DUÀ° AiÀÄxÁªÀvÁÛV ¹éÃPÀj¸ÀzÉ, ¸ÀÆPÀëöäªÁV UÀªÀÄ¤¹, ¥ÀjÃQë¹, CzÀÄ §ºÀÄd£ÀgÀ »vÀªÀ£ÀÄß 

gÀQë¸À§®èzÉAzÀÄ ªÀÄ£ÀªÀjPÉAiÀiÁzÀ £ÀAvÀgÀªÉÃ M¥Àà¨ÉÃPÉ£ÀÄßªÀ §ÄzÀÞ£À ¸ÀAzÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß E°è 

£É£À¦¹PÉÆ¼Àî§ºÀÄzÀÄ. §ÄzÀÞUÀÄgÀÄ«£À EAvÀºÀ ªÉÊZÁjPÀ aAvÀ£ÉUÀ½AzÀ vÁªÀÅ DPÀ¶ðvÀgÁzÀ 

§UÉÎ ¸ÀévÀB CA¨ÉÃqÀÌgïgÀªÀgÉÃ ºÉÃ½PÉÆArzÁÝgÉ. £ÉºÀgÀÆ CªÀgÀÄ ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃzsÀªÀÄðPÀÆÌ, 

¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ £ÁåAiÀÄzÀ «µÀAiÀÄPÀÆÌ ¥ÀgÀ¸ÀàgÀ ¸ÀA§AzsÀ«zÉAiÉÄAzÀÄ £ÀA©zÀÝgÀÄ. PÀÄªÉA¥ÀÄ, 

²ªÀgÁªÀÄ PÁgÀAvÀ, ºÉZï.£ÀgÀ¹AºÀAiÀÄå ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀgÀÄ ªÀiËqsÀåªÀ£ÀÄß «ÄÃj PÀ£ÁðlPÀªÀ£ÀÄß 

PÀlÖ®Ä fÃªÀ£À ¥ÀAiÀÄðAvÀ ºÉÆÃgÁrzÁÝgÉ.  

1986gÀ gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ ²PÀët ¤ÃwAiÀÄ°è «eÁÕ£ÀPÉÌ, ªÉÊZÁjPÀ aAvÀ£ÉUÉ ¥ÁæªÀÄÄRåvÉ ¤ÃqÀ¯ÁVzÀÄÝ, 

CAvÀºÀ ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃzsÀªÀÄðªÀ£ÀÄß C¼ÀªÀr¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀgÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ¥ÀæUÀw 

¸Á¢ü¸À¨ÉÃPÉAzÀÄ WÉÆÃ¶¸À¯ÁVzÉ. ºÁUÉAiÉÄÃ 2005gÀ gÁ¶ÖçÃAiÀÄ ¥ÀoÀåPÀæªÀÄ ZËPÀlÄÖ PÀÆqÁ 

EzÀ£ÉßÃ ̧ ÀÆa¹zÉ. ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ, FUÁUÀ¯ÉÃ w½zÀÄ§A¢gÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæPÀÈw ¤AiÀÄªÀÄUÀ½UÉ 

«gÀÄzÀÞªÁVªÉ JA§ÄzÀ£ÀÄß ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀªÀÅ vÉÆÃj¹PÉÆnÖzÉ. DzÀgÉ, EA¢£À 

¸ÀÄ²QëvÀgÉ¤ß¹PÉÆAqÀªÀgÀ°èAiÀÄÆ PÀAzÁZÁgÀ PÀrªÉÄAiÀiÁV ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀ ºÉZÁÑUÀÄªÀ 

§zÀ®Ä ªÀiËqsÀåªÉÃ ªÀÄ£É ªÀiÁrzÉ. ¸ÀPÁðj PÀbÉÃjUÀ¼À°è ¥ÀÆeÉ¥ÀÄ£À¸ÁÌgÀ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ, ¸ÀPÁðj 

PÀlÖqÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÀlÖ®Ä UÀÄzÀÝ° ¥ÀÆeÉ ªÀiÁr¸ÀÄªÀ, «zsÁ£À¸ËzsÀ-«PÁ¸À¸ËzsÀUÀ¼ÀAvÀºÀ ̧ ÁªÀðd¤PÀ 

PÀlÖqÀUÀ¼À°ègÀÄªÀ PÉÆoÀrUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÁ¸ÀÄÛzÉÆÃµÀ ¤ªÁgÀuÉAiÀÄ ºÉ¸Àj£À°è ªÀÄ£À§AzÀAvÉ §zÀ°¹ 

PÀlÄÖªÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀªÀÄwUÀ½zÁÝgÉ. »ÃUÁV ªÉÊZÁjPÀvÉAiÉÄA§ÄzÀÄ ²QëvÀjUÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ±ÉÊPÀëtÂPÀ PÉëÃvÀæPÉÌ 

ªÀiÁvÀæ ̧ ÀA§¢ü¹gÀ¨ÉÃPÁzÀ «µÀAiÀÄªÀ®è. »ÃUÁV, £ÀÆj¥ÀàvÀÄÛ PÉÆÃnUÀÆ ºÉaÑ£À d£À¸ÀASÉå¬ÄgÀÄªÀ 

¨sÁgÀvÀ zÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è ªÉÊZÁjPÀvÉ ¨É¼É¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃzsÀªÀÄðªÀ£ÀÄß gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀ 

ºÉÆuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¹Ã«ÄvÀ ̧ ÀASÉåAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæUÀw¥ÀgÀ aAvÀPÀgÀÄ, ¥ÀæUÀw¥ÀgÀ ºÉÆÃgÁlUÁgÀgÀÄ ªÀiÁvÀæ 

ºÉÆvÀÄÛPÉÆAqÀgÀµÉÖÃ ̧ Á®zÀÄ. ̧ ÀPÁðgÀzÀ ̧ ÀPÀ® DqÀ½vÀ AiÀÄAvÁæAUÀUÀ¼ÀÆ, ̧ ÁªÀðd¤PÀ ̧ ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÆ, 

¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÁvÀäPÀªÁzÀ F PÀvÀðªÀåªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ªÀð»¸À¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. C®èzÉ ªÀiËqsÁåZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

vÀqÉUÀlÄÖªÀ PÉ®¸ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀPÁðj PÀbÉÃjUÀ½AzÀ¯ÉÃ ªÉÆzÀ®Ä ¥ÁægÀA¨sÀªÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ. 

ZÁªÀÄgÁd£ÀUÀgÀ f¯Éè ±Á¥ÀUÀæ¸ÀÜ £É®, ªÀÄÄRåªÀÄAwæAiÀiÁzÀªÀgÀÄ C°èUÉ ¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrzÀgÉ C¢üPÁgÀ 

PÀ¼ÉzÀÄPÉÆ¼ÀÄîvÁÛgÉA§ ªÀiËqsÀåªÀ£ÀÄß ¥Àæ¨sÀÄvÀézÀ ªÉÄÃ¯ÉAiÉÄÃ ºÉÃgÀ¯ÁVzÀÝ «zÀåªÀiÁ£ÀªÉÇAzÀÄ FªÀgÉUÉ 

ZÁ°ÛAiÀÄ°èvÀÄÛ. F ªÀiËqsÀåªÀ£ÀÄß £ÀA©zÀ ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ ªÀÄÄRåªÀÄAwæUÀ¼ÀÄ D f¯ÉèUÉ ̈ sÉÃnPÉÆnÖgÀ°®è. 

F ªÀiËqsÀåªÀ£ÀÄß ¢üPÀÌj¹ ZÁªÀÄgÁd£ÀUÀgÀPÉÌ ¨sÉÃn ¤ÃrgÀÄªÀ FV£À ªÀÄÄRåªÀÄAwæUÀ¼À ªÉÊZÁjPÀ 

£ÀrUÉ C£ÀÄPÀgÀtÂÃAiÀÄªÁzÀÄzÀÄ. 

¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀzÀ vÁwéPÀvÉ, D±ÀAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÁå¦Û

¨sÁgÀvÀzÀ ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀªÀÅ £ÀªÀÄä zÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è ¥ÀæeÁvÁAwæPÀ, zsÀªÀÄð¤gÀ¥ÉÃPÀë, ¸ÀªÀiÁdªÁ¢ 

ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÉÆAzÀÄ C¹ÛvÀézÀ°ègÀ¨ÉÃPÉA§ DPÁAPÉë ºÉÆA¢zÀÄÝ, CAvÀºÀ D±ÀAiÀÄUÀ½UÉ 

¥ÀÆgÀPÀªÁUÀÄªÀAxÀ ºÀ®ªÀÅ ªÀiÁUÀðzÀ²ð ¸ÀÆvÀæUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ «¢üUÀ¼À£ÀÄß M¼ÀUÉÆArzÉ. 

¸ÁévÀAvÀæöå ¥ÀÆªÀðzÀ°è C¹ÛvÀézÀ°èzÀÝ £ÀªÀÄä ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÀÄÄ PÉ® eÁwUÀ¼À d£ÀgÀ£ÀÄß 
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ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß CeÁÕ£À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ CAzsÀPÁgÀzÀ°èlÄÖ ±ÉÆÃ¶¸ÀÄwÛvÀÄÛ. CzÀ£ÀÄß «gÉÆÃ¢ü¹ 

ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ ¸ÀªÀiÁd ¸ÀÄzsÁgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ §AqÁAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ DVºÉÆÃVªÉ. EµÁÖVAiÀÄÆ 

CªÉÊZÁjPÀ aAvÀ£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ PÀAzÁZÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¢ªÉ. ªÀiÁvÀæªÀ®èzÉ ¥ÀÄgÉÆÃ»vÀ±Á» 

ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£Àå d£ÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¨Ë¢ÞPÀ zÁ¸ÀåzÀ°èj¹zÉ. ¨Ë¢ÞPÀ zÁ¸ÀåPÉÌ ¹®ÄQ ¸ÀévÀAvÀæªÁV 

«ZÁgÀ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ zsÉÆÃgÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÉßÃ vÀ¼ÉAiÀÄzÉ, ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß C£ÀÄ¨sÀ«¸ÀÄvÀÛ¯ÉÃ §zÀÄPÀÄwÛzÁÝgÉ. 

¸ÁévÀAvÁæöå £ÀAvÀgÀªÀÇ ªÀiËqsÀå¥ÉÆÃµÀPÀ ¥ÀlÖ¨sÀzÀæ »vÁ¸ÀQÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀwÛPÀÄÌªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ d£ÀgÀ°è 

ªÉÊZÁjPÀ ¥ÀæeÉÕ ªÀÄÆr¸ÀÄªÀ ¤nÖ£À°è ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀæeÁÕªÀAvÀ £ÁUÀjPÀgÀ ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀßUÀ¼ÀÄ 

¤jÃQëvÀ ¥ÀæªÀiÁtzÀ°è £ÀqÉ¢®è¢gÀÄªÀ PÁgÀt¢AzÀ DgÉÆÃUÀåªÀAvÀ £ÁUÀjPÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁdªÁV £ÁªÀÅ 

«PÁ¸ÀUÉÆAr®è. ºÁUÉAzÀ ªÀiÁvÀæPÉÌ d£ÀgÀ F ¨Ë¢ÞPÀ zÁjzÀæöåªÀ£ÀÄß §zÀ°¸À¨ÁgÀzÉAzÉÃ£ÀÆ 

E®è. zÀªÀÄ¤vÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ªÀ®AiÀÄUÀ¼À JZÉÑvÀÛ ¥ÀæeÉÕAiÀÄ d£ÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÀªÀÄ¤vÀgÀ ¥ÀgÀªÁV 

ºÉÆgÀV£À ¥ÀæeÁÕªÀAvÀgÀÄ zÀ¤ JwÛ ̧ ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ̧ ÀÄzsÁgÀuÉUÁV ºÉÆÃgÁr¢gÀÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß EwºÁ¸ÀzÀ 

C£ÉÃPÀ ¥Àæ¸ÀAUÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸Áj ºÉÃ¼ÀÄvÀÛªÉ. ¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ ¸À¤ßªÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è ¸ÀPÁðgÀªÉÃ ¸ÀªÀiÁd ¸ÀÄzsÁgÀuÉAiÀÄ 

ºÉÆuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ºÉÆgÀ¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ CUÀvÀåªÁVzÉ. EzÀÄ ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÁvÀäPÀ PÀvÀðªÀåªÀÇ DVzÉ. 

¥ÀæeÁ¦ÃqÀPÀ PÀAzÁZÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ MAzÀÄ zsÀªÀÄðPÉÌ ¹Ã«ÄvÀªÁV®è. 

ªÉÊZÁjPÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÉÄÊUÀÆr¹PÉÆ¼ÀîzÀ ¸ÁÜ¦vÀ »vÁ¸ÀQÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥Àæ²ß¸ÀzÀ J®è zsÀ«ÄðÃAiÀÄgÀÆ 

F ªÀåªÀ¸ÉÜAiÀÄ°è §°¥À±ÀÄUÀ¼ÁUÀÄwÛzÁÝgÉ. zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀªÁ¢ ±ÀQÛUÀ¼À ¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄPÀ 

C¢üPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ̧ ÀzÀåzÀ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ¥Àæw§A¢ü¸À¯ÁUÀ¢gÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀjPÉUÉ 

CqÉvÀqÉ E®èzÀAvÁVzÉ. zÉÃ±ÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¥ÀæUÀwAiÉÄqÉUÉ £ÀqÉ¸À¨ÉÃPÁzÀ dªÁ¨ÁÝj ºÉÆwÛgÀÄªÀ ¥Àæ¨sÀÄvÀé 

F ¢QÌ£À°è aAvÀ£É £ÀqÉ¹, ¥ÀæUÀwUÉ zsÀPÉÌ vÀgÀÄªÀ J¯Áè ±ÀQÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀwÛPÀÄÌªÀ G¥ÀPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

ºÀÄqÀÄPÀ¨ÉÃQzÉ. FUÀ gÀÆ¦¸À®Ä D¯ÉÆÃa¸ÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ¤AiÀÄAvÀæt 

ºÁUÀÆ ¤µÉÃzsÀ «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ CAvÀºÀ G¥ÀPÀæªÀÄzÀ ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀßªÁVzÉ. 

¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀ «¢ü 51-J(ºÉZï)UÉ vÀAzÀ 42£ÉÃ wzÀÄÝ¥ÀrAiÀÄ°è ‘ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀ, 

zsÀªÀÄð¤gÀ¥ÉÃPÀëvÉ, ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀvÁªÁzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥Àæ²ß¸ÀÄªÀ UÀÄt ºÁUÀÆ ̧ ÀÄzsÁgÀuÁ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀ’UÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ°è £É¯ÉUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß F zÉÃ±ÀzÀ £ÁUÀjPÀgÀ PÀvÀðªÀåªÉAzÀÄ ¥Àæ¸ÁÛ¦¸À¯ÁVzÉ. 

EAvÀºÀ ¸ÀÄzsÁgÀtªÁ¢ ¸ÀzÁ±ÀAiÀÄUÀ½UÉ ¥ÀÆgÀPÀªÁzÀ ªÁvÁªÀgÀtªÀ£ÀÄß PÀ°à¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ F 

PÁ®zÀ CUÀvÀåªÁVzÉ. E°è ªÉÊZÁjPÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁdªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ªÀiÁðt ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ JµÀÄÖ ªÀÄÄRåªÉÇÃ, 

F PÀvÀðªÀå ¤ªÀðºÀuÉAiÀÄ°è vÉÆqÀVgÀÄªÀªÀgÀ gÀPÀëuÉUÉ ¤®ÄèªÀÅzÀÄ CµÉÖÃ ªÀÄÄRå. EªÉ®èªÀÇ F 

zÉÃ±ÀzÀ £ÁUÀjPÀgÀ ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀ PÀvÀðªÀåUÀ¼À ¨sÁUÀªÁV ¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀ°è ¸ÉÃ¥ÀðqÉUÉÆArªÉ.

ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀªÉAzÀgÉ MAzÀÄ D¯ÉÆÃZÀ£Á PÀæªÀÄ. CAzÀgÉ, §zÀÄQUÉ ̧ ÀA§AzsÀ¥ÀlÖ J¯Áè 

«µÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÁAiÀÄðPÁgÀtUÀ¼À vÀ¼ÀºÀ¢AiÀÄ ªÉÄÃ¯É «±ÉèÃ¶¹, vÀPÀð§zÀÞªÁV CxÉÊð¹PÉÆAqÀÄ 

¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåUÀ½UÉ ¥ÀjºÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀÄqÀÄPÀÄªÀAvÀºÀzÁÝVzÉ. ºÁUÉAiÉÄÃ M§â ªÀåQÛ EvÀgÉ ̧ ÀºÀªÀiÁ£ÀªÀªÀgÀ 

WÀ£ÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß UÀÄgÀÄw¹, ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ M½w£À PÁ¼ÀfAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢, J®ègÀ£ÀÆß ¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀªÁV 

PÁtÄªÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃzsÀªÀÄð ¨É¼É¹PÉÆ¼Àî¨ÉÃPÀÄ. EzÀ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀvÁªÁzÀªÉAzÀÄ PÀgÉAiÀÄÄvÉÛÃªÉ. F 

ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀvÁªÁzÀªÀÅ ªÀÄ£ÀÄµÀågÀÄ JzÀÄj¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß «ZÁgÀzÀ DzsÁgÀzÀ°è CxÉÊð¸ÀÄvÀÛzÉ 
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ªÀÄvÀÄÛ AiÀÄªÀÅzÉÃ ¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåUÉ ¥ÀjºÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß «ªÉÃZÀ£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ PÀAqÀÄ»rAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀgÉÆA¢UÉ 

ªÀiÁ£À«ÃAiÀÄ ªÀiË®åUÀ¼ÁzÀ ¸ÉÆÃzÀgÀvÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀªÀiÁ£ÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß JwÛ»rAiÀÄÄvÀÛzÉ.

¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ fÃªÀ£ÀzÀ°è zsÀªÀÄðzÀ ªÀÄzsÀå¥ÀæªÉÃ±À«®è¢gÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ DqÀ½vÀzÀ°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ 

zsÀªÀÄðzÀ ¥ÀPÀë¥ÁwAiÀiÁUÀzÉ J®è zsÀªÀÄðUÀ½AzÀ®Æ ¸ÀªÀiÁ£À CAvÀgÀªÀ£ÀÄß PÁAiÀÄÄÝPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÉÃ 

zsÀªÀÄð¤gÀ¥ÉÃPÀëvÉAiÀÄ wgÀÄ¼ÀÄ. CzÀ£ÀÄß C£ÀÄ¸Àj¸ÀÄvÀÛ¯ÉÃ ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ°è ¥ÀæZÀ°vÀzÀ°ègÀÄªÀ 

PÀAzÁZÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ C¤µÀÖ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ¥ÀzÀÞwUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÀÄgÀÄw¹ CªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤AiÀÄAwæ¹ 

CxÀªÁ ¤µÉÃ¢ü¹ J®ègÀÆ ̧ ÀÄR ̧ ÀAvÉÆÃµÀ £ÉªÀÄä¢¬ÄAzÀ ̧ ÀºÀ¨Á¼Éé £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÉA§ÄzÀÄ 

F ªÀÄ¸ÀÆzÉAiÀÄ D±ÀAiÀÄªÁVzÉ.

£ÀA©PÉ-ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ-¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄ-DZÀgÀuÉ

d£À¥ÀzÀ £ÀA©PÉAiÉÄA§ÄzÀÄ ¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁ¬ÄPÀªÁV CAVÃPÀÈvÀªÁzÀ ¥ÀjPÀ®à£ÉAiÀiÁVzÀÄÝ, ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ 

«±Áé¸ÀPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÁÝVzÉ. CzÀÄ §zÀÄQ£À ¸ÀªÀÄ¸ÉåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ªÁj¸À®Ä CxÀªÁ ¨sÀ«µÀåwÛ£À°è 

WÀn¸À§ºÀÄzÁzÀÄzÀ£ÀÄß ªÀÄÄ£ÀßªÉÃ vÀqÉAiÀÄ®Ä §¼À¸ÀÄªÀ MAzÀÄ ¸ÁzsÀ£À. EAvÀºÀ £ÀA©PÉÀUÀ¼À°è 

C£ÀÄ¥ÀzÀæ«AiÀiÁzÀ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ EgÀÄªÀAvÉ C¥ÀPÀ®à£ÉAiÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ ºÁ¤PÁgÀPÀ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÀÆ EªÉ. 

£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯ÉAiÉÄÃ DZÀgÀuÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ gÀÆ¥ÀÄUÉÆArgÀÄvÀÛªÉ. ºÁUÉAiÉÄÃ 

«¢ü-¤µÉÃzsÀUÀ¼ÀÆ gÀÆ¥ÀÄUÉÆ¼ÀÄîvÀÛªÉ. F «¢ü-¤µÉÃzsÀUÀ¼ÀÄ C¢üPÀªÁUÀÄvÀÛ ºÉÆÃzÀAvÉ, d£ÀgÀ 

ªÀÄ£À¹ì£À ªÉÄÃ¯É C¢üPÁgÀ ¸ÁÜ¦¹, §zÀÄPÀ£ÀÄß G¹gÀÄUÀnÖ¸ÀÄvÀÛªÉ; £ÀgÀPÀªÁV¸ÀÄvÀÛªÉ.

zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ¸ÀégÀÆ¥ÀzÀ°ègÀÄªÀ DZÀgÀuÉ-¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼É®èªÀÇ C¥ÁAiÀÄPÁjAiÀÄ®è. DzÀgÉ 

§ºÀÄ¥Á®Ä DZÀgÀuÉ-¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ̧ ÀªÀiÁdzÀ DgÉÆÃUÀåPÉÌ C¥ÁAiÀÄPÁjAiÀiÁV ¥Àjt«Ä¹ªÉ. 

¥sÀ®eÉÆåÃwµÀå, eÁvÀPÀ¥sÀ®, ±ÀPÀÄ£À, PÁ®¤tðAiÀÄ(PÁ®eÁÕ£À), £ÀÆåªÀÄgÁ®f, ªÁ¸ÀÄÛ±Á¸ÀÛç, 

¥ÀªÁqÀ, AiÀÄQëtÂ «zÉå, eÁzÀÄUÁjPÉ, ªÀiÁlªÀÄAvÀæ, ªÉÆÃr-gÀtªÉÆÃr, ̈ Á£ÁªÀÄw, ªÀ²ÃPÀgÀt, 

ªÁªÀiÁZÁgÀ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀÅ ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ DgÉÆÃUÀåªÀ£ÀÄß PÀzÀqÀÄwÛzÀÄÝ, zÉÃªÀgÀÄ-zsÀªÀÄðzÉÆA¢UÉ 

¸ÀA§AzsÀ ¸Á¢ü¹ªÉ. EªÀÅ £ÀªÀÄä ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ PÉÆÃlåAvÀgÀ ¥ÀæeÉUÀ½UÉ CAnzÀ ¦ÃqÉUÀ¼ÁV 

¨Á¢ü¸ÀÄwÛªÉ. 

ªÀiÁAwæPÀ CxÀªÁ CUÉÆÃZÀgÀ ±ÀQÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß CªÀ®A©¹ §AzÀ CxÀªÁ ªÁªÀiÁZÁgÀzÀ vÀAvÀæ 

¥ÀjPÀ®à£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ d£ÀgÀ£ÀÄß »A¹¸ÀÄªÀ, D¹Û¥Á¹ÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß £Á±ÀªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ CxÀªÁ ºÁ¤UÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ 

¥ÀæQæAiÉÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÆA¢gÀÄvÀÛªÉ. EªÀÅ »A¸Á¸ÀégÀÆ¦AiÀÄÆ ºËzÀÄ, gÀºÀ¸Àå CxÀªÁ ¤UÀÆqsÀ 

¸ÀégÀÆ¦AiÀÄÆ ºËzÀÄ. PÉ®ªÉÇªÉÄä ªÀiÁgÀuÁAwPÀªÀÇ ºËzÀÄ. ¸Àé-C©ü¯ÁµÉ, ¸ÉÃqÀÄ-

¥Àæw¸ÉÃqÀÄUÀ¼ÀAvÀºÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀUÀ¼ÉÃ »£Éß¯ÉAiÀÄ°èzÀÄÝ F PÉ®¸À ªÀiÁr¸ÀÄvÀÛªÉ. F DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 

JzÀÄgÁ½AiÀÄ£ÀÄß ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀªÁV ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zÉÊ»PÀªÁV ¤¶ÌçAiÀÄUÉÆ½¹, zÀÄ§ð®UÉÆ½¹, 

¤±ÀåPÀÛgÀ£ÁßV¹, UÉ®ÄèªÀAvÀºÀ ̧ ÀégÀÆ¥ÀzÀªÀÅUÀ¼ÁVzÀÄÝ, ¥ÁæuÁAwPÀªÀÇ DVgÀÄvÀÛªÉ. d£ÀgÀÄ vÀªÀÄä£ÀÄß 

¨Á¢ü¸ÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀ zÀÄ:R-zÀÄªÀiÁä£À, PÀµÀÖ-£ÀµÀÖ ªÉÊAiÀÄQÛPÀ fÃªÀ£ÀzÀ ¥ÁqÀÄ-¥Àr¥Ál®ÄUÀ½UÉ 

¥ÀjºÁgÀ ºÀÄqÀÄQ zÀÄ§ð® ªÀÄ£À¹Üw¬ÄAzÀ EAvÀºÀ ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß C£ÀÄ¸Àj¸ÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ 

ªÀAZÀPÀ ±ÀQÛUÀ¼À ªÉÆgÉºÉÆÃUÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£Àå «zÀåªÀiÁ£ÀªÁVzÉ. d£ÀgÀ°è ªÀiÁlªÀÄAvÀæzÀ 
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§UÉVgÀÄªÀ zÀÈqsÀªÁzÀ £ÀA©PÉ, CwAiÀiÁzÀ fÃªÀ¨sÀAiÀÄ EªÀÅUÀ¼À AiÀÄ±À¹ìUÉ PÁgÀtªÁVªÉ. 

ªÀÄÆqsÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÁå¥ÁjÃPÀgÀtUÉÆAqÁUÀ F jÃwAiÀÄ £ÀqÀªÀ½PÉÉUÀ¼ÀÄ  qsÁ¼ÁV PÁtÄvÀÛªÉ. 

ºÁ¢©Ã¢UÀ¼À°è £À«®ÄUÀj UÉÆAqÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß vÀ¯ÉªÉÄÃ°j¹ D²ÃªÀð¢¸ÀÄªÀ ¨Á¨ÁUÀ¼ÀÄ, ±ÀPÀÄ£À 

£ÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀªÀgÀÄ, d¥ÀªÀiÁ¯É-gÀÄzÁæQë-ªÀÄtÂ¸ÀgÀ-ºÀgÀ¼ÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ-±ÀPÀÄ£À UÉÆA¨ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ 

ªÀ¸ÀÄÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁgÁl ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀªÀgÀÄ, CAvÀæ-vÀAvÀæ-ªÉÊzÀåvÀAvÀæ-PÀqÀUÀ-¸ÀjUÉ-ªÀÄÄgÀ-vÁAiÀÄvÀ-

vÉÆÃ¼Àâ¼É-ªÀÄAvÀæUÁ¬Ä ªÀÄAvÁzÀ ªÀ¸ÀÄÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁgÁl ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ, ºÀ¸ÀÛ¸ÁªÀÄÄ¢æPÉ-eÁvÀPÀ 

§gÉºÀ-PÀÄAr°-UÀÈºÀ¥ÀÄtåªÀzÀ£À-¢UÀâAzsÀ£À ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ¸ÉÃªÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀ ¥ÀÄgÉÆÃ»vÀgÀÄ, 

zÉÊªÁA±À¸ÀA¨sÀÆvÀ zÉÃªÀªÀiÁ£ÀªÀgÉAzÀÄ ©A©¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ªÀÄÄRªÁqÀ zsÀj¹zÀ 

ªÀAZÀPÀgÀÄ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀgÀÄ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄwÛgÀÄªÀ ‘ªÀiËqsÀå’zÀ ªÁå¥ÁgÀ zÉÆqÀØ zÀAzsÉAiÀiÁVAiÉÄÃ 

¨É¼É¢zÉ. EªÀÅ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÆÃ MAzÀÄ zsÀªÀÄðPÉÌ ¹Ã«ÄvÀªÁV®è. zsÁ«ÄðPÀ £ÀA©PÉAiÀÄ ¸ÁévÀAvÀæöå, 

d£À¥ÀzÀ ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÉ, ¸ÀA¸ÀÌøwUÀ¼À C£À£ÀåvÉ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ¥ÀjPÀ®à£ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÀt£ÉUÉ vÉUÉzÀÄPÉÆAqÉÃ 

CªÀÅUÀ¼À°ègÀÄªÀ d£À«gÉÆÃ¢ü DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ PÁ£ÀÆ£À£ÀÄß gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀ CUÀvÀå«zÉ. 

¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåªÁV ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞzÀ PÁAiÀiÁðZÀgÀuÉUÀ½AzÀ £ÀªÀÄä zsÁ«ÄðPÀ £ÀA§ÄUÉUÀ½UÉ 

£ÉÆÃªÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ JAzÀÄ PÉ¼ÀªÀgÀÄ ºÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄAlÄ.   C¸Ààø±ÀåvÉ, zÉÃªÀzÁ¹ ¥ÀzÀÞw, ¨ÉvÀÛ¯É¸ÉÃªÉ, 

¨Á®å«ªÁºÀ ¥ÀzÀÞw ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ d£À«gÉÆÃ¢ü DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤µÉÃ¢ü¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è 

¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁ¬ÄPÀ »vÁ¸ÀQÛUÀ¼À ¨sÁªÀ£ÉUÀ½UÉ £ÉÆÃªÀÅAmÁUÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ¸ÀºÀd. DzÀgÉ EzÀ£ÉßÃ 

£É¥ÀªÁVlÄÖPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ  PÉ®ªÉÃ ªÀÄA¢ ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀªÁ¢UÀ¼À £ÀA©PÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß PÁ¥ÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀPÁÌV 

ErÃ ¸ÀªÀiÁdªÀ£ÀÄß CAzsÀPÁgÀzÀ°èj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ¸ÁzsÀÄªÀ®è. 

ªÉÄÃ®Ä £ÉÆÃlPÉÌ ºÁ¤PÁgÀPÀªÁV PÁtÄªÀ F DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À®èzÉ, ªÀÄ£ÀÄµÀå£À ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ 

WÀ£ÀvÉUÉ zsÀPÉÌ vÀgÀÄªÀ, DyðPÀªÁV, ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀªÁV, ¸ÁA¸ÀÌøwPÀªÁV ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉ ªÀiÁqÀ®Ä 

¸ÀºÀPÁjAiÀiÁUÀÄªÀAvÀºÀ,  DzsÀÄ¤PÀvÉAiÀÄ  ªÀÄÄRªÁqÀzÀ ºÀÄ¹ ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀvÉAiÀÄ ºÉ¸ÀgÀ®Æè 

ªÁå¥ÀPÀUÉÆ¼ÀÄîwÛgÀÄªÀ ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ §UÉAiÀÄ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ZÁ°ÛAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß UÀÄgÀÄw¸À¨ÉÃPÁVzÉ. 

«eÁÕ£ÀzÀ vÀ¼ÀºÀ¢ EzÉAiÉÄAzÀÄ ºÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ d£ÀgÀ£ÀÄß vÀ¥ÀÄàzÁjUÉ¼ÉAiÀÄÄªÀ ¥sÀ®eÉÆåÃwµÀå, 

ªÁ¸ÀÄÛ±Á¸ÀÛç ,AiÀÄQëtÂ «zÉå, ªÀ²ÃPÀgÀt ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀÅUÀ¼À zÀÄ§ð¼ÀPÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ¸ÀzÀj PÁAiÉÄÝAiÀÄ 

ªÁå¦ÛAiÉÆ¼ÀPÉÌ vÀgÀÄªÀ §UÉÎ UÀA©üÃgÀªÁV AiÉÆÃa¸À¨ÉÃPÁzÀ CUÀvÀå«zÉ.  ¸ÁA¥ÀæzÁ¬ÄPÀ 

DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ºÉ¸Àj£À°è eÁw vÁgÀvÀªÀÄåªÀ£ÀÄß ¥ÀgÉÆÃPÀëªÁV DZÀj¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ PÉ®ªÀÅ 

¸ÀªÀÄÄzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß »Ã£ÁAiÀÄªÁV £ÀqÉ¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß ̧ ÀªÀÄyð¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ 

ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀÄÄAzÀÄªÀgÉ¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀiËqsÀå¥ÀzÀÞwUÀ¼ÀÄ J¯Áè zsÀªÀÄðzÀ ºÉ¸ÀgÀ®Æè ¸ÁUÀÄwÛªÉ. §AeÉvÀ£À 

¤ªÁgÀuÉAiÀiÁV ªÀÄPÀÌ¼ÁUÀÄvÀÛªÉAzÀÄ £ÀA©¹ ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß ̄ ÉÊAVPÀ ±ÉÆÃµÀuÉUÉ UÀÄj¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, 

zÉªÀé-¨sÀÆvÀ-¥ÉæÃvÀ-UÁ½ ©r¸ÀÄªÀ ºÉ¸Àj£À°è avÀæ«avÀæªÁV zÉÊ»PÀ »A¸É PÉÆqÀÄªÀ «PÀÈwUÀ¼ÀÄ 

DZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ°èªÉ. ¯ÁUÁ¬ÄÛ¤AzÀ ¨É¼ÉzÀÄ§A¢gÀÄªÀ ªÀiËqsÀåzÀ PÀ¦ªÀÄÄ¶ÖAiÀÄ°è ¹®ÄQgÀÄªÀ 

»jAiÀÄgÁ¢AiÀiÁV QjAiÀÄgÀªÀgÉUÉ J®ègÀ£ÀÆß ©qÀÄUÀqÉ ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ PÀÄjvÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ EAvÀºÀ 

ªÀiËqsÀåPÉÌ FV£ÀÆß ¹®ÄPÀ¢gÀÄªÀ J¼ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄ£À¸ÀÄìUÀ½UÉ JAvÀºÀ ªÉÊZÁjPÀ ¥ÀoÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

gÀÆ¦¸À¨ÉÃPÉA§ÄzÀ£ÀÄß PÀÄjvÀÄ MAzÀÄ ªÀåªÀ¹ÜvÀ PÁAiÀÄðAiÉÆÃd£É ºÁQPÉÆAqÁUÀ ªÀiÁvÀæ 
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¸ÀA«zsÁ£ÀzÀ D±ÀAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ HfðvÀªÁUÀÄvÀÛªÉ. E®è¢zÀÝgÉ ªÀiËqsÀåzÀ «gÀÄzÀÞzÀ ºÉÆÃgÁlzÀ°è 

£ÁªÀÅ AiÀÄ±ÀUÀ½¸À®Ä ¸ÁzsÀå«®è. ªÀiËqsÀåzÀ «gÀÄzÀÞzÀ ¸ÀªÀÄgÀzÀ°è ªÉÊZÁjPÀvÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ 

ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃzsÀªÀÄðUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÉÄÃ®ÄUÉÊ ¸Á¢ü¸À®Ä ±Á¯ÉUÀ¼À°è eÁvÀåwÃvÀ, ªÀÄvÁwÃvÀ, CAzsÀ±ÀæzÉÞUÀ½UÉ 

CwÃvÀªÁzÀ ¥ÀoÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß gÀÆ¦¸À¨ÉÃPÁzÀ CUÀvÀå«zÉ. £ÀªÀÄä ±Á¯Á-PÁ¯ÉÃdÄ-«±Àé«zÁå®AiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ 

vÀªÀÄäzÉÃ DzÀ ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀ ¸ÁÜ¬Ä¸ÀÆaUÀ¼ÉÆA¢UÉ «zÁåyðUÀ¼À°è ªÉÊZÁjPÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ©vÀÄÛªÀ 

ZÀZÉð-¸ÀAªÁzÀ, ªÀåQÛvÀé «PÀ¸À£À ²©gÀ, £ÁAiÀÄPÀvÀé vÀgÀ¨ÉÃw ²©gÀ, «ZÁgÀ ¸Á»vÀå PÀªÀÄäl, 

«ZÁgÀ ¸ÀAQgÀtUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀ«ÄäPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀ ºÁUÀÆ ªÉÊZÁjPÀ CzsÀåAiÀÄ£À ¥Àæ§AzsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀæPÀn¸ÀÄªÀ, 

ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ̧ ÀA±ÉÆÃzsÀ£ÉUÀ½UÉ EA§ÄPÉÆqÀÄªÀ ºÀ®ªÁgÀÄ AiÉÆÃd£ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 

±Á¯Á-PÁ¯ÉÃdÄ-«±Àé«zÁå®AiÀÄUÀ¼À°è DAiÉÆÃf¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæªÁ¸ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀÄvÀªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

©vÀÄÛªÀ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ PÉÃAzÀæUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÆgÀvÀÄ¥Àr¹zÀ LwºÁ¹PÀ ªÀÄºÀvÀéªÀÅ¼Àî ¸ÀÜ¼ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¤¸ÀUÀð 

gÀªÀÄtÂÃAiÀÄ vÁtUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¸ÁºÀ¸À ¥ÀæªÀÈwÛUÀ½UÉ GvÉÛÃd£ÀPÁjAiÀiÁzÀ ¸ÀÜ¼ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, ªÀÄÆåfAiÀÄAUÀ¼ÀÄ, 

ªÀ¸ÀÄÛ ¸ÀAUÀæºÁ®AiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ, «eÁÕ£À PÉÃAzÀæUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ¸ÀÜ¼ÀUÀ½UÉ ªÀiÁvÀæ DAiÉÆÃf¸ÀÄªÀAvÉ 

±ÉÊPÀëtÂPÀ ¸ÀÄvÉÆÛÃ¯ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÉÆgÀr¸À¨ÉÃPÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ. ¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ PÁAiÉÄÝAiÀÄ£ÀÄß gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀ ºÉÆwÛ£À°è 

±Á¯Á PÁ¯ÉÃdÄUÀ¼À°è, «±Àé«zÁå®AiÀÄUÀ¼À°è, ¸ÀPÁðj PÀbÉÃjUÀ¼À°è ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ 

ªÀ®AiÀÄUÀ¼À°è gÀÆrüUÉ vÀA¢gÀÄªÀ ªÀiËqsÀå¥ÀÆjvÀ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤µÉÃ¢ü¸ÀÄªÀ PÀqÉUÀÆ 

D¯ÉÆÃa¸À¨ÉÃPÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ.  

MnÖ£À°è C£ÁgÉÆÃUÀåPÀgÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁdªÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀÈ¶Ö¸ÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ £ÀA©PÉ-DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ‘ªÀiËqsÀå’ 

JAzÀÄ PÀgÉAiÀÄ§ºÀÄzÁVzÉ. EAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉ CxÀªÁ ¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀÄ°UÉPÉÆÃgÀ ±ÀQÛUÀ¼À 

fÃªÀ£ÉÆÃ¥ÁAiÀÄzÀ ªÀiÁUÀðªÁzÁUÀ CxÀªÁ ªÁå¥ÁjÃPÀgÀtPÉÌ £É¯ÉAiÀiÁzÁUÀ  £ÀA©UÀ¸ÀÛ 

d£À¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀågÀ£ÀÄß ±ÉÆÃ¶¸À®Ä zÁjAiÀiÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉ. EAxÀ ¥ÀjPÀ®à£ÉUÀ¼À ªÉÄÃ¯É PÁ£ÀÆ¤£À 

»rvÀ«®è¢zÀÝgÉ ªÀiËqsÀå¥ÀÆjvÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁdPÉÌ zÁj ªÀiÁrPÉÆlÖAvÁUÀÄvÀÛzÉÉ.  ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉAiÀÄ 

ªÀÄÆ®PÀ d£ÀvÉAiÀÄ ±ÀæzÉÞAiÀÄ£ÀÄß §AqÀªÁ¼À ªÀiÁrPÉÆAqÀÄ ̈ sÀAiÀÄ-CAfPÉ-ºÉzÀjPÉ-GzÉéÃUÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

¸ÀÈ¶Ö¹ ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ ºÁUÀÆ zÉÊ»PÀ »A¸ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄßAlÄªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ºÁUÀÆ ªÀiÁgÀuÁAwPÀ ¥Àj¹ÜwUÀ½UÉ 

zÀÆqÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ, DZÀgÀuÉ, ¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ «¢ü ¤µÉÃzsÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 

PÁ£ÀÆ¤£À ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ¤AiÀÄAvÀæt ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ/¤µÉÃ¢ü¸ÀÄªÀ CUÀvÀå«zÉ. EAxÀ DgÉÆÃUÀåªÀAvÀ 

£ÀªÀ¸ÀªÀiÁdzÀ  ªÀiÁvÀæ ¨Ë¢ÞPÀªÁV ¥Àæ§ÄzÀÞªÁzÀ PÀ£ÁðlPÀªÀ£ÀÄß  PÀlÖ®Ä ¸ÁzsÀå. 

ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ±ÀæzÉÞ £ÀqÀÄ«£À CAvÀgÀ wÃgÁ vÉ¼ÀÄªÁzÀzÁÝzÀgÀÆ  EªÉgÀqÀgÀ 

£ÀqÀÄ«£À ªÀåvÁå¸ÀªÀ£ÀÄß UÀÄgÀÄw¸ÀÄªÀ PÉ®¸À CvÀåAvÀ dgÀÆgÁV DUÀ¨ÉÃQzÉ. »ÃUÉ UÀgÀÄw¸À®Ä  

£ÀªÀÄUÉ ¸ÀA«zsÁ£À§zÀÞªÁzÀ ªÀÄÆ®¨sÀÆvÀ PÀvÀðªÀåUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀ ºÀPÀÄÌUÀ¼À ¥ÀjPÀ®à£ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ 

ºÁUÀÆ £ÀªÀÄä §ºÀÄªÀÄÄT ¸ÀA¸ÀÌøwAiÀÄ £É¯ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ  MAzÀÄ «±Á® ©üwÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß MzÀV¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ. 

AiÀiÁªÀ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉAiÀÄ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ zÉÊ»PÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ »A¸ÉUÉ PÁgÀtªÁUÀÄvÀÛªÀÉAiÉÆÃ, 

ªÀiÁ£ÀªÀ£À ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ WÀ£ÀvÉ-UËgÀªÀPÉÌ zsÀPÉÌAiÀÄ£ÀÄßAlÄªÀiÁqÀÄvÀÛªÉAiÉÆÃ ºÁUÀÆ DyðPÀªÁV 

¸ÀºÀªÀiÁ£ÀªÀgÀ£ÀÄß ±ÉÆÃ¶¸À®Ä ªÀAZÀPÀ ±ÀQÛUÀ½AzÀ §¼ÀPÉAiÀiÁUÀÄvÀÛªÉAiÉÆÃ, CªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß F 

«zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀzÀ ªÁå¦ÛAiÉÆ¼ÀUÉ vÀgÀ§ºÀÄzÀÄ. ºÁUÉAiÉÄÃ, ̧ ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåªÁV EAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄ»¼É, 

ªÀÄPÀÌ¼ÀÄ, zÀ°vÀgÀÄ, zsÁ«ÄðPÀ C®à¸ÀASÁåvÀgÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ §qÀªÀgÀ£ÉßÃ §°¥À±ÀÄUÀ¼À£ÁßV¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ 
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EªÀÅUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ UÀA©üÃgÀªÁzÀ G¥ÀPÀæªÀÄUÀ¼À CUÀvÀå«gÀÄvÀÛzÉAiÉÄA§ÄzÀ£ÀÄß F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ 

gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀ ºÉÆwÛ£À°è ªÀÄ£ÀUÁ£À¨ÉÃPÁVgÀÄvÀÛzÉ. 

F CA±ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß UÀªÀÄ£ÀzÀ°èlÄÖPÉÆAqÀÄ, ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À ¤µÉÃzsÀPÉÌ vÀvÀìA§A¢ü¹zÀ 

PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ G¥ÀPÀArPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ ²PÁëºÀð ªÁå¦ÛAiÀÄ°è M¼ÀUÉÆ¼Àî¨ÉÃPÁzÀ ªÀÄÄSÁåA±ÀUÀ¼À 

¤gÀÆ¥ÀªÀ£ÀÄß F PÉ¼ÀPÀAqÀAvÉ gÀÆ¦¸À§ºÀÄzÀÄ.

¤µÉÃzsÁºÀð ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ²PÁëºÀð ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À vÀvÀìA§A¢ü PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ ¸ÀégÀÆ¥À ¸ÀÆa:

1. AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀÄvÀzsÀªÀÄðPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ ªÀiËqsÀå ¥ÉæÃgÀPÀ eÉÆåÃwµÀÌªÀÄð, ªÀiÁlªÀÄAvÀæ, 
ªÉÆÃr-gÀtªÉÆÃr, ̈ Á£ÁªÀÄw, ªÀ²ÃPÀgÀt, ªÁªÀiÁZÁgÀ, AiÀÄQëtÂ «zÉå, ªÀÄA¢gÀUÀ¼À°è 
zÉÊ«Ã¥Àæ±Éß PÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ-£ÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀÄ, ¥ÁzÀ¥ÀÆeÉ-CqÀØ¥À®èQ ¸ÉÃªÉ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ 
zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ªÁå¥ÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤µÉÃ¢ü¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

2. d£ÀvÉAiÀÄ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ ¸ÁªÀÄgÀ¸ÀåªÀ£ÀÄß PÀ®PÀÄªÀ, eÁw-°AUÀ-ªÀUÀð vÁgÀvÀªÀÄåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
JwÛ »rAiÀÄÄªÀ, ªÀÄ£ÀÄd-ªÀÄ£ÀÄdgÀ £ÀqÀÄªÉ ¨sÉÃzÀ ¸ÀÈ¶Ö¸ÀÄªÀ, ªÉÄÃ®Ä-QÃ¼ÀÄ JA§ 
¨sÁªÀ£ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¥ÀæZÉÆÃ¢¸ÀÄªÀ ¸Ààø±Áå¸Ààø±Àå ¨sÁªÀ£ÉUÉ zÀÆqÀÄªÀ CxÀªÁ ¥ÀæZÉÆÃ¢¸ÀÄªÀ, 
ªÀÄ£ÀÄµÀå£À WÀ£ÀvÉUÉ zsÀPÉÌ vÀgÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ, PÀAzÁZÁgÀ, UÉÆqÀÄØ 
¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ (GzÁ. Cd®Ä ¥ÀzÀÞw, UÉeÉÓ¥ÀÆeÉ CxÀªÁ ¨ÉvÀÛ¯É¸ÉÃªÉ, ªÀÄqÉ¸Áß£À) 
EvÁå¢ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤µÉÃzsÁºÀðªÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

3, ¸ÁªÀÄÆ»PÀªÁV DZÀj¸ÀÄªÀ AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ DZÀgÀuÉ-¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼À ¸ÀAzÀ¨sÀðzÀ°è ªÀÄr 
–ªÉÄÊ°UÉ £É¥ÀzÀ°è AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ eÁwAiÀÄ d£ÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ºÉÆgÀVqÀÄªÀ, ªÀiÁvÀ£Ár¸À¢gÀÄªÀ, 
ªÀÄÄlÖ¢gÀÄªÀ, ¨sÀPÀÛjAzÀ vÉÆUÀ®Ä ¥ÀæzÀ±ÀðPÀ CgÉ¨ÉvÀÛ¯É zÉÃªÀzÀ±Àð£À ªÀiÁr¸ÀÄªÀ, ¥ÀævÉåÃPÀ 
¥ÀAQÛ ¨sÉÆÃd£À ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ ¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤µÉÃzsÁºÀðªÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

 4. §AeÉvÀ£À C¤µÀÖªÉA§ ªÀiËqsÀåzÀ «ZÁgÀ ªÀÄÄAzÀÄ ªÀiÁr ‘¸ÀAvÁ£À ̈ sÁUÀå’ MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀÅzÁV 
ºÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀ CxÀªÁ ¤¢ü ¸ÀA¥ÁzÀ£É ªÀiÁrPÉÆqÀÄªÀÅzÁV ºÉÃ½ ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß 
¯ÉÊAVPÀªÁV §¼À¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀÅzÀÄ, ¤¢üUÁV CxÀªÁ ªÁ¸ÀÄÛzÉÆÃµÀ ¥ÀjºÁgÀPÁÌV 
£ÀgÀ§° CxÀªÁ ¥À±ÀÄ§° ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, ¨ÉvÀÛ¯É ¸ÉÃªÉ, ºÉtÄÚªÀÄPÀÌ½UÉ ªÀÄÄvÀÄÛ PÀnÖ¹-
NPÀÄ½AiÀiÁr §¸À« ©qÀÄªÀ ¥ÀzÀÞw ¥Á®£É CxÀªÁ ªÀÄ¼É-¨É¼É £É¥ÀzÀ°è ªÀÄ»¼ÉAiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß 
ªÀå©üZÁgÀPÉÌ¼ÉAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀÄ, ªÀÄÄlÄÖ-¥Àæ¸ÀªÀ PÁ®zÀ°è ºÉtÄÚªÀÄPÀÌ¼À£ÀÄß HgÀ ºÉÆgÀUÀqÉAiÀÄ°è 
Ej¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, ¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ ¥ÀÆeÁ ¸ÀÜ¼ÀUÀ½UÉ ªÀÄ»¼É CxÀªÁ ¥ÀÄgÀÄµÀgÀ£ÀÄß §gÀzÀAvÉ 
vÀqÉAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀÄ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ¸ÀªÀiÁd «gÉÆÃ¢ü DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼É¯Áè ¤µÉÃzsÁºÀðªÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

²PÁëºÀð ºÁUÀÆ ¤AiÀÄAvÀæuÁºÀð ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À ¤gÀÆ¥À ¸ÀÆa:

¥ÀæeÁ¸ÀvÁÛvÀäPÀ ¨sÁgÀvÀ zÉÃ±ÀzÀ°è ¥ÀæeÉUÀ¼ÀÄ vÀªÀÄä-vÀªÀÄä £ÀA©PÉUÀ½UÉ C£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ 

DgÉÆÃUÀåªÀÅ PÉqÀzÀAvÉ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ±ÀæzÉÞ vÉÆÃgÀÄªÀ ¸ÁévÀAvÀæöåªÀ£ÀÄß £ÀªÀÄä ¸ÀA«zsÁ£À PÀgÀÄtÂ¹zÉ. 

»ÃVgÀÄªÁUÀ d£ÀgÉÃ vÀªÀÄä ¸Àé-EZÉÒ¬ÄAzÀ EAxÀ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½UÉ §°AiÀiÁUÀÄwÛzÁÝgÉ J£ÀÄßªÀÅzÀÄ 
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ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉAiÀÄ PÀÄjvÀÄ ªÀiÁvÀ£ÁqÀÄªÁUÀ ¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀåªÁV ¥Àæ¸ÁÛ¦¸À¯ÁUÀÄªÀ «ZÁgÀ. EzÀÄ 

¤dªÉÃ DzÀgÀÆ, ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÉ §°AiÀiÁzÀ CªÀiÁAiÀÄPÀgÉÃ F PÁ£ÀÆ¤¤AzÀ ²PÉëUÉ 

UÀÄjAiÀiÁUÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÁgÀzÀÄ. ²æÃ¸ÁªÀiÁ£ÀågÀ£ÀÄß §°¥À±ÀÄªÁV¸ÀÄªÀ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ªÀåQÛ/±ÀQÛUÀ¼À£ÀÄß  

PÁ£ÀÆ¤£À ªÁå¦ÛUÉ M¼À¥Àr¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ. ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß J¯Áè zsÀªÀÄðUÀ¼ÀÄ MAzÀ¯Áè MAzÀÄ 

jÃwAiÀÄ°è DZÀgÀuÉAiÀÄ°ènÖgÀÄªÀÅzÀjAzÀ F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀªÀÅ J®è zsÀªÀÄðUÀ¼À°ègÀÄªÀ ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ½UÉ 

C£Àé¬Ä¸ÀÄªÀAwgÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

1. AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ ªÀÄvÀzsÀªÀÄðzÀ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ¥ÀAxÀUÀ¼À ªÁå¦ÛAiÀÄ°è §gÀÄªÀ ªÁ¸ÀÄÛ, ¥sÀ® eÉÆåÃwµÀå, 
eÁvÀPÀ, PÀÄAr°¤, ºÀ¸ÀÛ¸ÁªÀÄÄ¢æPÉ, PÀtÂ-±ÀPÀÄ£À £ÀÄrAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀÄ/PÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, ªÀÄoÀ-
ªÀÄA¢gÀ-UÀÄgÀÄ¦ÃoÀ-UÀ¢ÝUÉUÀ¼À°è CwÃA¢æAiÀÄ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ±ÀQÛUÀ¼À ªÉÄÊzÀÄA© zÉÊªÀ¥Àæ±Éß 
ºÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ/PÉÃ¼ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, PÁ®¤tðAiÀÄ(PÁ®eÁÕ£À), ¥ÁætÂªÀzsÉ, UÁªÀÅ ¹VAiÀÄÄªÀÅzÀÄ, 
¥ÀªÁqÀ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀÅ F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀzÀ ªÁå¦ÛUÉ M¼À¥ÀnÖªÉ JAzÀÄ WÉÆÃ¶¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 
EAxÀªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀªÀgÀÆ CxÀªÁ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ ¸ÀAWÀ, ¸ÀA¸ÉÜ, læ¸ïÖ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀÅ F 
«zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀzÀ ªÁå¦ÛUÉ M¼À¥ÀnÖzÀÄÝ CAxÀªÀgÀÄ CxÀªÁ CAvÀºÀ ̧ ÀAWÀ-¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÄ £ÀqÉ¸ÀÄªÀ 
zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ªÁå¥ÁgÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÀÄÆqsÁZÁgÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ¨Á»gÀ C¥ÀgÁzsÀ 
PÀÈvÀåUÀ¼ÉAzÀÄ WÉÆÃ¶¸ÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. E°èAiÀÄªÀgÉUÉ ZÁ°ÛAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀ EAvÀºÀ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ 
ªÁå¥ÁgÀ¤gÀvÀ ªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀAWÀ-¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀPÀëªÀÄ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ°è 
¤AiÀÄªÀiÁ£ÀÄ¸ÁgÀ £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁrPÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

2. d£ÀvÉAiÀÄ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ±ÀæzÉÞAiÀÄ£ÀÄß §AqÀªÁ¼À ªÀiÁrPÉÆAqÀÄ ªÀiËqsÀåzÀ DZÀgÀuÉ, UÉÆqÀÄØ 
¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄ, PÀAzÁZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ©vÀÄÛªÀ, ¨sÀAiÀÄ-CAfPÉ-GzÉéÃUÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¸ÀÈ¶Ö¸ÀÄªÀ, 
ªÀiÁ£À¹PÀ ºÁUÀÆ zÉÊ»PÀ »A¸ÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄßAlÄªÀiÁqÀÄªÀ, AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉÃ zsÀªÀÄðzÀ CxÀªÁ 
¸ÀéAiÀÄAWÉÆÃ¶vÀ ‘¥ÀjZÁgÀPÀ’ CxÀªÁ ‘¥ÀjZÁjPÉ’AiÀÄgÀ£ÀÄß (eÉÆåÃw¶UÀ¼ÀÄ, ªÀÄÄ¯ÁèUÀ¼ÀÄ, 
¨Á¨ÁUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¥Á¢æUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¥ÀAZÁAUÀzÀAiÀÄå£ÀªÀgÀÄ, ¸ÁgÀÄªÀAiÀÄå£ÀªÀgÀÄ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀgÀ£ÀÄß) 
F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀzÀ ªÁå¦ÛUÉ M¼À¥Àr¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

3. d£ÀvÉAiÀÄ £ÀA©PÉ-DZÀgÀuÉ-¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß §¼À¹PÉÆAqÀÄ CªÀgÀ ¥Àæ±ÉßUÀ½UÉ 
¥ÀjºÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀ £É¥ÀzÀ°è ±ÉÆÃ¶¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ E®è¸À®èzÀ D«ÄµÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
vÉÆÃj ¥ÀjºÁgÀ MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀ ¨sÀgÀªÀ¸É ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÀ£ÀÄß (GzÁ: ªÁ¸ÀÄÛzÉÆÃµÀ ¤ªÁgÀuÉ, 
eÁvÀPÀzÉÆÃµÀ ¤ªÁgÀuÉ, UÀæºÀUÀw ¤ªÁgÀuÉ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀÅ) UÁæºÀPÀjUÉ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀ ¸ÉÃªÉ 
JAzÀÄ ¥ÀjUÀtÂ¹, EªÀÅUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ‘UÁæºÀPÀgÀ PÁAiÉÄÝ’AiÀÄ CrAiÀÄ°è vÀgÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæAiÀÄvÀßUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÁVzÉ. F ¸ÉÃªÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀªÀgÀ ªÉÄÃ¯É ¤UÁ¬Äj¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀgÀ eÉÆvÉUÉ 
EAxÀ ̧ ÉÃªÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀÄªÀÅzÁV eÁ»gÁvÀÄ ¤ÃqÀÄªÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ̧ ÁªÀðd¤PÀªÁV DzsÁåvÀäzÀ 
ºÉ¸Àj£À°è d£ÀgÀ£ÀÄß ¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±ÀUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀåQÛUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀAWÀ-¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÄ ¸ÀPÀëªÀÄ 
£ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀzÀ°è PÀqÁØAiÀÄªÁV £ÉÆÃAzÀtÂ ªÀiÁr¹PÉÆ¼ÀÄîªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. 

4. ªÀiËqsÀåzÀ ºÉ¸Àj£À°è UÀÄ¯ÁªÀÄVj, C¸Ààø±ÀåvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß JwÛ »rAiÀÄÄªÀ, eÁw-zsÀªÀÄðUÀ¼À 
£ÀqÀÄªÉ ªÉÊµÀªÀÄå ºÀgÀqÀÄªÀ, ªÀÄPÀÌ¼ÀÄ, ºÉAUÀ¸ÀgÀ£ÀÄß »A¸ÉUÉ M¼À¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀ, PÉ®ªÉÃ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ 
UÀÄA¥ÀÄUÀ¼À »vÁ¸ÀQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß PÁ¥ÁqÀÄªÀ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄUÉ ªÀÄÄAzÁUÀÄªÀªÀgÀ£ÀÄß ºÁUÀÆ CzÀPÉÌ 
À̧A§A¢ü¹zÀ À̧A Ȩ́ÜAiÀÄ AiÉÆÃdPÀgÀ£ÀÄß (DqÀ½vÀ ªÀÄAqÀ½) ²PÉëUÉ UÀÄj¥Àr¸ÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.
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5. AiÀiÁªÀÅzÉ ¸ÀAWÀ-¸ÀA¸ÉÜ, ªÀåQÛ CxÀªÁ §t CxÀªÁ læ¸ïÖ ªÀiËqsÀåªÀ£ÀÄß DZÀj¸ÀÄwÛzÀÝgÉ 
CxÀªÁ ¨ÉA§® ¤ÃqÀÄwÛzÀÝgÉ, ¥ÀæZÁgÀ ªÀiÁqÀÄwÛzÀÝgÉ CxÀªÁ EAxÀzÀPÉÌ ¸ÀºÀPÀj¸ÀÄwÛzÀÝgÉ 
(zÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£À ªÁ»¤UÀ¼ÀÄ, gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ, ZÀ®£ÀavÀæ, CAvÀeÁð® vÁt, ªÉ¨ï¸ÉÊmï, 
¥ÀÄ¸ÀÛPÀ ¥ÀæPÀluÉ, ¥ÀwæPÉUÀ¼ÀÄ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ¥Àæ¸ÁgÀ ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄUÀ¼ÀÆ ¸ÉÃjzÀAvÉ) CzÀÄ 
PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ ¨Á»gÀ ªÀvÀð£ÉAiÉÄAzÀÄ ¥ÀjUÀtÂ¸ÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

6. ¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À C¥ÀUÀæ»PÉ, zsÁ«ÄðPÀ C¥ÀPÀ®à£É ªÀÄvÀÄÛ  CAzsÀ±ÀæzÉÞ¬ÄAzÀ 
ªÀÄ£ÀÄdgÀ£ÀÄß zÉÃªÀgÉAzÀÄ CxÀªÁ zÉÃªÀªÀiÁ£ÀªÀgÉAzÀÄ ©A©¸ÀÄªÀ, CzÀPÉÌ ̧ ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ 
£ÀA©PÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ºÀÄnÖºÁPÀÄªÀ, ªÀÄvÀªÀiËqsÀåzÀ PÀAzÁZÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ ¥ÀæPÁgÀ 
¤µÉÃ¢ü¸ÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ EAxÀ ZÀlÄªÀnPÉUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀªÀgÀ£ÀÄß PÁ£ÀÆ£ÀÄ 
¥ÀæPÁgÀ ²PÁëºÀðªÁV¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

7. ªÀÄ£ÀÄµÀågÀ PÀµÀÖUÀ¼À ¥ÀjºÁgÀzÀ PÁgÀtPÁÌV, zsÀ£À ¥Áæ¦ÛUÁV, ¯ÉÆÃPÀPÀ¯ÁåtzÀ ºÉ¸Àj£À°è 
zsÁ«ÄðPÀ CAzsÀ±ÀæzÉÞAiÀÄ£ÀÄß G¢ÝÃ¦¸ÀÄªÀ, ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ¬ÄAzÁV ¥ÁætÂUÀ¼À£ÀÄß 
¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ zÉÃªÀªÀÄA¢gÀUÀ¼À DªÀgÀtzÀ°è §° PÉÆqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, zÀ£À-PÀÄj-ªÉÄÃPÉ-
£Á¬Ä EvÁå¢ eÁ£ÀÄªÁgÀÄUÀ½UÉ gÉÆÃUÀ §AzÁUÀ CªÀÅUÀ½UÉ §gÉ ºÁPÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, Q« 
PÀvÀÛj¹ ºÁPÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ EAxÀ ªÀiËqsÀåzÀ »A¸ÁvÀäPÀ PÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼ÀÄ F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀzÀ ªÁå¦ÛUÉ 
M¼À¥ÀqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

8. CAzsÀ±ÀæzÉÞAiÀÄ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼ÁzÀ CVß¢ªÀåzÀ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ¥ÀæªÀiÁt ªÀiÁr¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ, DgÉÆÃ¦vÀ 
ªÀåQÛAiÀÄ£ÀÄß CªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ¥ÀjPÀ®à£ÉAiÀÄ ªÀÄÆ®PÀ ¥ÀjÃQë¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ CªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀªÁV 
£ÁåAiÀÄ wÃªÀiÁð£ÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ªÀiÁqÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ (PÁ¥sï ¥ÀAZÁAiÀÄvï £ÁåAiÀÄ¤tðAiÀÄ, (CªÀ)
ªÀÄAiÀiÁðzÁ ºÀvÉå, UÀr¥ÁgÀÄ, ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ §»µÁÌgÀ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀÅ) F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀzÀ 
¥ÀæPÁgÀ C¥ÀgÁzsÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ²PÁëºÀðªÉAzÀÄ WÉÆÃ¶¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

9. ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ DZÀgÀuÉUÀ½UÉ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀAvÉ gÀÆ¦¸ÀÄªÀ ¥Àæ¸ÀÄÛvÀ «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀzÀ°è 
C¥ÀgÁ¢üUÀ½UÉ «¢ü¸ÀÄªÀ ²PÉëAiÀÄ ¸ÀégÀÆ¥À ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¥ÀæªÀiÁtUÀ¼ÀÄ UÀA©üÃgÀªÁVgÀ¨ÉÃPÉÃ 
«£ÀB £ÀUÉ¥Ál°VÃqÁUÀÄªÀAwgÀ¨ÁgÀzÀÄ. ªÀÄºÁgÁµÀÖç ¸ÀgÀPÁgÀ gÀÆ¦¹gÀÄªÀ EAxÀ 
PÁAiÉÄÝAiÀÄ ªÉÆzÀ® PÀgÀÄqÀÄ«£À°è F «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀªÀ£ÀÄß G®èAX¹zÀªÀjUÉ K¼ÀÄ ªÀµÀð 
eÉÊ®Ä ²PÉë ºÁUÀÆ 50,000 gÀÆ¥Á¬Ä dÄ¯Áä£É JAzÀÄ ²¥sÁgÀ¸ÀÄ ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁVvÀÄÛ. 
DzÀgÉ CAwªÀÄªÁV CzÀÄ eÁjUÉ §AzÁUÀ dÄ¯Áä£É CµÉÖÃ «¢ü¸À¯ÁVzÀÄÝ ²PÉëAiÀÄ 
CªÀ¢üAiÀÄ£ÀÄß DgÀjAzÀ  K¼ÀÄ wAUÀ¼ÀÄ JAzÀÄ ¤UÀ¢ ªÀiÁqÀ¯ÁVzÉ, EzÀÄ ¸ÀÆPÀÛªÀ®è. 
²PÉëAiÀÄ CªÀ¢üAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ºÉZÀÄÑUÉÆ½¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ ¸ÀÆPÀÛªÁVzÉ.   

10. ªÀiÁ»w ºÀPÀÄÌ PÁAiÉÄÝAiÀÄ£ÀÄß G¥ÀAiÉÆÃV¹PÉÆAqÀÄ ¸ÁªÀiÁfPÀ §zÀ¯ÁªÀuÉUÉ 
AiÀÄwß¸ÀÄªÀªÀjUÉ gÀPÀëuÉ MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀ ¤§AzsÀ£ÉAiÉÆAzÀÄ FUÁUÀ¯ÉÃ eÁjAiÀÄ°ègÀÄªÀAvÉ 
ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀªÀ£ÀÄß UÀA©üÃgÀªÁV £É¯ÉUÉÆ½¸À®Ä ªÀÄÄAzÁUÀÄªÀªÀjUÀÆ EzÉÃ 
jÃwAiÀÄ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÁvÀäPÀ gÀPÀëuÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß MzÀV¸ÀÄªÀÅzÀÄ C¤ªÁAiÀÄð. 
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¸ÀgÀPÁgÀªÀÅ ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÁzÀ EvÀgÉ PÁAiÀÄðUÀ¼À ¸ÀégÀÆ¥À ¸ÀÆa :

1. £ÁlPÀ, ©Ã¢£ÁlPÀ, AiÀÄPÀëUÁ£À, PÀgÀ¥ÀvÀæ, UÉÆÃqÉ §gÀºÀ, gÉÃrAiÉÆÃ, CAvÀeÁð® 
vÁt, ¹¤ªÀiÁ, ¥ÀwæPÉÆÃzÀåªÀÄ, ¥ÀÄ¸ÀÛPÀ ¥ÀæPÁ±À£À, zÀÆgÀzÀ±Àð£À zsÁgÁªÁ», ¸ÁPÀëavÀæ-
QgÀÄavÀæ ¤ªÀiÁðt, ¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ eÁ»gÁvÀÄ, ¥ÀoÀåPÀæªÀÄ, ¸À¨sÉ-¸ÀªÀiÁªÉÃ±À-«ZÁgÀ 
¸ÀAQgÀt ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀ ªÀiÁzsÀåªÀÄUÀÀ¼À£ÀÄß §¼À¹PÉÆAqÀÄ ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß vÉÆqÉzÀÄºÁPÀ®Ä 
MAzÀÄ C©üAiÀiÁ£ÀzÀ jÃwAiÀÄ°è ªÁå¥ÀPÀ ¥ÀæZÁgÀ ªÀiÁqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

2. ªÀiËqsÀåPÉÌ ¸ÀA§A¢ü¹zÀ «ZÁgÀUÀ¼À£ÀÄß vÉÆqÉzÀÄºÁPÀ®Ä ±Á¯Á-PÁ¯ÉÃdÄUÀ¼À ¥ÀoÀåUÀ¼ÀÀ°è 
ªÉÊZÁjPÀvÉAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ©vÀÄÛªÀ, ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃ¨sÁªÀªÀ£ÀÄß ̈ É¼É¸ÀÄªÀ, ¥Àæ²ß¸ÀÄªÀ ªÀÄ£ÉÆÃUÀÄt 
ªÀÄvÀÄÛ DvÀä¸ÉÜöÊAiÀÄðªÀ£ÀÄß vÀÄA§ÄªÀ Cj«£À ¥ÀoÀå«µÀAiÀÄUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÀqÁØAiÀÄªÁV 
¸ÉÃj¸ÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

3. ¥ÀgÀA¥ÀgÁ£ÀÄUÀvÀªÁV §AzÀ d£À¥ÀzÀ PÀ¯ÉUÀ¼ÀÄ, £ÀA©PÉ, DZÀgÀuÉ, ¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄ 
ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀÅUÀ¼ÀÄ zsÁ«ÄðPÀ ¸ÀégÀÆ¥ÀzÀªÀÅUÀ¼ÁVzÀÄÝ zÉÃªÀgÀÄ-zsÀªÀÄðzÉÆA¢UÉ 
¸ÀA§AzsÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¸Á¢ü¹ªÉ. EAxÀªÀÅUÀ½AzÀ d£À¥ÀzÀ PÀ¯ÉUÀ¼À£ÀÄß ¨ÉÃ¥Àðr¸ÀÄªÀ PÁAiÀÄð 
DUÀ¨ÉÃQzÉ. DUÀ ªÀiËqsÀå¨sÀjvÀ £ÀA©PÉUÀ¼ÀÄ, PÀAzÁZÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ ¤¶ÌçAiÀÄªÁUÀÄvÀÛªÉ. EAxÀ 
¸ÀÄzsÁgÀtªÁ¢ ¥ÀæQæAiÉÄUÉ ªÁå¥ÀPÀ ZÁ®£É ¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. eÁ£À¥ÀzÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ AiÀÄPÀëUÁ£À 
CPÁqÉ«Ä, PÀ£ÀßqÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ¸ÀA¸ÀÌøw E¯ÁSÉ ºÁUÀÆ eÁ£À¥ÀzÀ «±Àé«zÁå¤®AiÀÄ 
C¢üPÀÈvÀÀªÁV EAxÀ dªÁ¨ÁÝjAiÀÄ£ÀÄß ºÉÆvÀÄÛ ¤ªÀð»¸ÀÄªÀAvÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ. dvÉUÉ EvÀgÉ 
¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ SÁ¸ÀV ¸ÀAWÀ¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, CPÁqÉ«ÄUÀ¼ÀÄ, ¤UÀªÀÄ-
ªÀÄAqÀ½UÀ¼ÀÄ, DqÀ½vÀ AiÀÄAvÁæAUÀzÀ CAUÀ¨sÁUÀUÀ¼ÀÄ, £ÁåAiÀiÁ®AiÀÄ ªÀÄÄAvÁzÀªÀÅUÀ¼ÀÄ 
vÀªÀÄä vÀªÀÄä PÉëÃvÀæzÀ M¼ÀVgÀÄªÀ ªÀiËqsÀåUÀ¼À£ÀÄß PÀ¼ÉAiÀÄ®Ä ªÀÄÄAzÁUÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.

4. ªÀiËqsÀå gÀ»vÀ ¥Àæ§ÄzÀÞ PÀ£ÁðlPÀªÀ£ÀÄß PÀlÖ®Ä ºÁUÀÆ C©üªÀÈ¢Þ²Ã® PÀ£ÁðlPÀªÀ£ÀÄß 
gÀÆ¦¸À®Ä ‘ªÉÊeÁÕ¤PÀ ªÀiÁUÀð¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ’ªÀ£ÀÄß ̧ ÁÜ¦¸À¨ÉÃPÀÄ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ F ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀPÉÌ ªÀiËqsÀå 
¤ªÀÄÆð®£ÀzÀ dªÁ¨ÁÝjAiÉÆA¢UÉ, ̧ ÀgÀPÁj-CgÉ¸ÀPÁðj ºÁUÀÆ ̧ ÀgÀPÁgÉÃvÀgÀ ̧ ÀAWÀ-
¸ÀA¸ÉÜUÀ¼À°è, C£ÀÄzÁ¤vÀ-C£ÀÄzÁ£ÀgÀ»vÀ ¸ÁªÀðd¤PÀ ªÀ®AiÀÄUÀ¼À°è ªÀÄÆqsÀ£ÀA©PÉ 
DZÀgÀuÉUÀ¼À «gÀÄzÀÞ PÁAiÀiÁðZÀgÀuÉ ªÀÄvÀÄÛ ªÉÄÃ°éZÁgÀuÉAiÀÄ C¢üPÁgÀ ºÁUÀÆ MAzÀÄ 
ºÀAvÀzÀªÀgÉUÉ PÁ£ÀÆ£ÁvÀäPÀªÁV ²Që¸ÀÄªÀ C¢üPÁgÀªÀ£ÀÄß ¤ÃqÀ¨ÉÃPÀÄ.
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9. zÉÃ«Ã¥Àæ¸Ázï ZÀmÉÆÖÃ¥ÁzsÁåAiÀÄ. ‘¯ÉÆÃPÁAiÀÄvÀ’, £ÀªÀzÉºÀ° 1958.

10. UÉÆÃ«AzÀ ‘§¼Áîj f¯ÉèAiÀÄ eÁ£À¥ÀzÀ zÉÊªÀUÀ¼ÀÄ’ ¥Àæ¸ÁgÁAUÀ, PÀ£ÀßqÀ «±Àé«zÁå®AiÀÄ, 
ºÀA¦ 2001.

11. eÉÆÃUÀ£ï±ÀAPÀgï. ‘zÉÃªÀzÁ¹ ¸ÀA¥ÀæzÁAiÀÄ’, «ªÉÆÃZÀ£Á ¥ÀæPÁ±À£À, CxÀtÂ 1993.

12. ±ÀA¨ÁeÉÆÃ¶ ‘PÀ£ÁðlPÀ ¸ÀA¸ÀÌøw ¥ÀÆªÀð¦ÃpPÉ’, ¸ÀªÀiÁd ¥ÀÄ¸ÀÛPÁ®AiÀÄ, 
zsÁgÀªÁqÀ 1966.

13. PÀqÉvÉÆÃlzÀ J¸ï.PÉ. ‘J®èªÀÄä£À eÉÆÃUÀwAiÀÄgÀÄ ºÁUÀÆ zÉÃªÀzÁ¹ ¥ÀzÀÞw’, PÀ£ÁðlPÀ 
«±Àé«zÁå®AiÀÄ, zsÁgÀªÁqÀ 1983.

14. ©.«. PÀQÌ¯ÁAiÀÄ. ‘¨sÁgÀwÃAiÀÄ zÀ±Àð£ÀUÀ¼ÀÄ’, £ÀªÀPÀ£ÁðlPÀ ¥À©èPÉÃµÀ£ï ¥ÉæöÊªÉÃmï (°) 
¨ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆgÀÄ 1994.
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PÀ£ÀßqÀ ¥ÀÄ¸ÀÛPÀ ¥Áæ¢üPÁgÀ, ¨ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆgÀÄ 1994.
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4. Appendix
Appendix I – The Maharashtra anti-superstition ordinance



83

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013



84

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013



85

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013



86

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013



87

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013



88

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013



89

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013



90

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013



91

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013

Appendix II 
Similar Laws in Karnataka and Other States

I. The Drugs And Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) 
Act, 1954

ACT NO. 21 OF 1954 1 [ 30th April, 1954.]

An Act to control the advertisement of  drugs in certain cases, to prohibit the 
advertisement for certain purposes of  remedies alleged to possess magic qualities 
and to provide for matters connected therewith.

BE it enacted by Parliament as follows:-

1.  a)  Short title, extent and commencement. This Act may be called the Drugs  
 and Magic Remedies (Objectionable Advertisements) Act, 1954 .
b)  It extends to the whole of  India except the State of  Jammu and Kashmir, 

and applies also to persons domiciled in the territories to which this Act 
extends who are outside the said territories.

c)  It shall come into force on such date 2[ as the Central Government may. 
by notification in the Official Gazette, appoint.

2. Definitions. In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires,-
a) “advertisement” includes any notice, circular, label, wrapper, or other 

document, and any announcement made orally or by any means of  
producing or transmitting light, sound or smoke;

b) drug” includes-
i)  a medicine for the internal or external use of  human beings or animals;
ii)  any substance intended to be used for or in the diagnosis, cure, mitigation, 

treatment or prevention of  disease in human beings or animals;
iii)  any article, other than food, intended to affect or influence in any way 

the structure or any organic function of  the body of  human beings or 
animals;

iv)  any article intended for use as a component of  any medicine, substance 
or article, referred to in subclauses (i), (ii) and (iii)
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1.  This Act has been extended to Pondicherry by Reg. 7 of  1963, S. 3 and 
Sch. I (w. e. f. 1- 10- 1963 ).

2.  1st April 1955, vide Notification No. S. R. O. 511, dated 26th February, 
1955, Gazette of  India, 1955, Pt. II, Sec. 3, p. 449. Extend to and brought 
into force in Dadra and Nagar Heveli (w. e. f. 1. 7. 65) by Ref. 6 of  1963, 
s. 2 Sch. I.

(c) “ magic remedy” includes a talisman, mantra, kavacha, and any other 
charm of  any kind which is alleged to possess miraculous powers for or 
in the diagnosis, cure, mitigation, treatment or prevention of  any disease 
in human beings or animals or for affecting or influencing in any way 
the structure or any organic function of  the body of  human beings or 
animals;

(cc) 1[ “ registered medical practitioner” means any person,-
(i)  who holds a qualification granted by an authority specified in, or notified 

under, section 3 of  the Indian Medical Degrees Act, 1916 (7 of  1916 ) or 
specified in the Schedules to the Indian Medical Council Act, 1956 (102 
of  1956 ); or

(ii)  who is entitled to be registered as a medical practitioner under any law 
for the time being in force in any State to which this Act extends relating 
to the registration of  medical practitioners;]

(d) taking any part in the publication of  any advertisement includes-
(i)  the printing of  the advertisement,
(ii)  the publication of  any advertisement outside the territories to which this 

Act extends by or at the instance of  a person residing within the said 
territories; 2[

3.  Prohibition of  advertisement of  certain drugs for treatment of  certain 
diseases and disorders. Subject to the provisions of  this Act, no person shall 
take any part in the publication of  any advertisement referring to any drug 
in terms which suggest or are calculated to lead to the use of  that drug for-
(a) the procurement of  miscarriage in women or prevention of  conception 

in women; or
(b) the maintenance or improvement of  the capacity of  human beings for 

sexual pleasure; or
(c) the correction of  menstrual disorder in women; or
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(d) 3[ the diagnosis, cure, mitigation, treatment or prevention of  any disease, 
disorder or condition specified in the Schedule, or any other disease, 
disorder or condition (by whatsoever name called) which may be specified 
in the rules made under this Act:

 1. Ins. by Act 42 of  1963, s. 2.
 2. Cl. (e) omitted by s. 2, ibid.
 3. Subs. by s. 3, ibid., for cl. (d).
 Provided that no such rule shall be made except-
 (i) in respect of  any disease, disorder or condition which requires timely 

treatment in consultation with a registered medical practitioner or for 
which there are normally no accepted remedies, and

 (ii) after consultation with the Drugs Technical Advisory Board 
constituted under the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 1940 (23 of  1940 ) and, 
if  the Central Government considers necessary, with such other persons 
having special knowledge or practical experience in respect of  Ayurvedic 
or Unani systems of  medicines as that Govern- ment deems fit.]

4.  Prohibition of  misleading advertisements relating to drugs. Subject to the 
provisions of  this Act, no person shall take any part in the publication of  
any advertisement relating to a drug if  the advertisement contains any matter 
which-
(a)  directly or indirectly gives a false impression regarding the true character 

of  the drug; or
(b)  makes a false claim for the drug; or
(c)  is otherwise false or misleading inany material particular.

 Prohibition of  advertisement of  magic remedies for treatment ofcertain 
diseases and disorders.

5.  Prohibition of  advertisement of  magic remedies for treatment of  certain 
diseases and disorders. No person carrying on or purporting to carry on 
the profession of  administering magic remedies shall take any part in the 
publication of  any advertisement referring to any magic remedy which 
directly or indirectly claims to be efficacious for any of  the purposes specified 
in section 3.

 Prohibition of  import into, and export from India of  certainadvertisements.
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6.  Prohibition of  import into, and export from India of  certain advertisements. 
No person shall import into, or export from, the territories to which this Act 
extends any document containing an advertisement of  the nature referred 
to in section 3, or section 4, or section 5, and any documents containing any 
such advertisements shall be deemed to be goods of  which the import or 
export has been prohibited under section 19 of  the Sea Customs Act, 1878 
(8 of  1878 ) and all- the provisions of  that Act shall have effect accordingly, 
except that section 183 thereof  shall have effect as if  for the word” shall” 
therein the word” may” were substituted.

7.  Penalty. Whoever contravenes any of  the provisions of  this Act 1[ or the 
rules made thereunder] shall, on conviction, be punishable-
1. Ins. by Act 42 of  1963, s. 4.
(a)  in the case of  a first conviction, with imprisonment which may extend to 

six months, or with fine, or with both;
(b) in the case of  a subsequent conviction, with imprisonment which may 

extend to one year, or with fine, or with both.

8. (1) Powers of  entry, search, etc. Subject to the provisions of  any rules made in 
this behalf, any Gazetted Officer authorised by the State Government may, 
within the local limits of  the area for which he is so authorised,-
(a)  enter and search at all reasonable times, with such assistants, if  any, as he 

considers necessary, any place in which he has reason to believe that an 
offence under this Act has been or is being committed;

(b)  seize any advertisement which he has reason to believe contravenes any 
of  the provisions of  this Act: Provided that the power of  seizure under 
this clause may be exercised in respect of  any document, article or thing 
which contains any such advertisement, including the contents, if  any, of  
such document, article or thing, if  the advertisement cannot be separated 
by reason of  its being embossed or otherwise, from such document, 
article or thing without affecting the integrity, utility or saleable value 
thereof;

(c)  examine any record, register, document or any other material object 
found in any place mentioned in clause (a) and seize the same if  he has 
reason to believe that it may furnish evidence of  the commission of  an 
offence punishable under this Act.
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(2)  The provisions of  the Code of  Criminal Procedure, 1898 (5 of  1898 ), 
shall, so far as may be, apply to any search or seizure under this Act as 
they apply to any search or seizure made under the authority of  a warrant 
issued under section 98 of  the said Code.

(3)  Where any person seizes anything under clause (b) or clause (c) of  sub- 
section (1), he shall, as soon as may be, inform a Magistrate and take his 
orders as to the custody thereof.]

9.

(1) Offences by companies. If  the person contravening any of  the provisions 
of  this Act is a company, every person who at the time the offence was 
committed, was in charge of, and was responsible to, the company for the 
conduct of  the business of  the company as well as the company shall be 
deemed to be guilty of  the contravention and shall be liable to be proceeded 
against and punished accordingly:

 1. Subs. by Act 42 of  1963, s. 5, for s. 8.

 Provided that nothing contained in this sub- section shall render any such 
person liable to any punishment provided in this Act if  he proves that the 
offence was committed without his knowledge or that he exercised all due 
diligence to prevent the commission of  such offence.

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub- section (1) where an offence 
under this Act has been committed by a company and it is proved that the 
offence was committed with the consent or connivance of, or is attributable 
to any neglect on the part of, any director or manager, secretary or other 
officer of  the company, such director manager, secretary or other officer of  
the company shall also be deemed to be guilty of  that offence and shall be 
liable to be proceeded against and punished accordingly. Explanation.- For 
the purposes of  this section,-
(a) “company” means any body corporate and includes a firm or other 

association of  individuals, and
(b) “director” in relation to a firm means a partner in the firm.

9A. 1[ Offences to be cognizable. Notwithstanding anything contained in the 
Code of  Criminal Procedure, 1898 , (5 of  1898 ) an offence punishable 
under this Act shall be cognizable.]
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10. Jurisdiction to try offences. No court inferior to that of  a presidency 
magistrate or a magistrate of  the first class shall try any offence punishable 
under this Act.

10A. 2[ Forfeiture. Where a person has been convicted by any court for 
contravening any provision of  this Act or any rule made thereunder, the 
court may direct that any document (including all copies thereof), article or 
thing, in respect of  which the contravention is made, including the contents 
thereof  where such contents are seized under clause (b) of  sub- section

(1) of  section 8, shall be forfeited to the Government.]

11. Officers to be deemed to be public servants. Every person authorised under 
section 8 shall be deemed to be a public servant within the meaning of  
section 21 of  the Indian Penal Code. (45 of  1860 ).

12. Indemnity. No suit, prosecution or other legal proceeding shall lie against 
any person for anything which is in good faith done or intended to be done 
under this Act.

 1. Ins. by Act 42 of  1963, s. 6.

 2. Ins. by s. 7, ibid,

13. Other laws not affected. The provisions of  this Act are in addition to, and 
not in derogation of  the provisions of  any other law for the time being in 
force.

14. 1[ Savings. Nothing in this Act shall apply to-
(a)  any sign board or notice displayed by a registered medical practitioner 

on his premises indicating that treatment for any disease, disorder or 
condition specified in section 3, the Schedule or the rules made under 
this Act, is undertaken in those premises; or

(b)  any treatise or book dealing with any of  the matters specified in section 
3 from a bona fide scientific or social standpoint; or

(c)  any advertisement relating to any drug sent confidentially in the manner 
prescribed under section 16 only to a registered medical practitioner; or

(d) any advertisement relating to a drug printed or published by the 
Government; or

(e) any advertisement relating to a drug printed or published by any person 
with the previous sanction of  the Government granted prior to the 



97

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013

commencement of  the Drugs and Magic Remedies (Objectionable 
Advertisements) Amendment Act, 1963 (42 of  1963 ); Provided that the 
Government may, for reasons to be recorded in writing, withdraw the 
sanction after giving the person in opportunity of  showing cause against 
such withdrawal.]

 Power to exempt from application of  Act.

15.  Power to exempt from application of  Act. If  in the opinion of  the Central 
Government public interest requires that the advertisement of  any specified 
drug or class of  drugs 2[ or any specified class of  advertisements relating to 
drugs] should be permitted, it may, by notification in the Official Gazette, 
direct that the provisions of  sections 3, 4, 5 and 6 or any one of  such 
provisions shall not apply or shall apply subject to such conditions as may 
be specified in the notification to or in relation to the advertisement of  any 
such drug or class of  drugs 2[ or any such class of  advertisements relating to 
drugs].

 Power to make rules.

16. (1) Power to make rules. The Central Government may, by notification in the 
Official Gazette make rules for carrying out the purposes of  this Act.
1. Subs, by Act 42 of  1963, s. 8, for s. 14.
2. Ins. by s. 9, ibid.

(2)  In particular and without prejudice to the generality of  the foregoing power, 
such rules may-
(a) specify any 1[ disease, disorder or condition] to which the provisions of  

section 3 shall apply
(b) prescribe the manner in which advertisements of  articles or things 

referred to in clause (c) of  2[ sections 14 may be sent confidentially.

(3) 3[ Every rule made under this Act shall be laid as soon as may be after it 
is made, before each House of  Parliament while it is in session for a total 
period of  thirty days which may be comprised in one session or in two or 
more successive sessions, and if  before the expiry of  the session in which it 
is so laid or the successive sessions aforesaid, both Houses agree in making 
any modification in the rule or both Houses agree that the rule should not be 
made, the rule shall thereafter have effect only in such modified form or be 
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of  no effect, as the case may be; so however, that any such modification or 
annulment shall be without prejudice to the validity of  anything previously 
done under that rule.]

II. The Prevention of  Witch-Hunting Practices Act 2001, Jharkhand 
(also The Prevention of  Witch (Daain) Practices Act, 1999)

An act to provide for effective measures to prevent the witch practices and identification of  
a woman as a witch  and their oppression mostly prevalent in tribal areas and elsewhere in 
Jharkand and to eliminate the women’s torture, humiliation and killing by the society and any 
for other matter connected therewith pr which are incidental thereto.

Section 1: Short title, extent and commencement

Section 2: Definitions.-In this Act unless the context otherwise requires;

Section 3: Identification of  Witch (Daain).-Whoever identifies any person as 
Witch (Daain) and does any act towards identification either by words, actions 
or manner shall be punished with imprisonment for a term which may extend to 
3 months or with fine of  Rs. 1000 or with both.

Section 4: Damages for Causing Harm. – Any person who causes any kind of  
physical or mental torture to any person by identifying her as a Witch (Daain) 
whether deliberately or otherwise shall be punished with imprisonment for a 
term which may extend to 6 months or fine of  Rs 2,000 or both.

Section 5: Abetment in the Identification of  Witch (Daain)

Section 6: Witch (Daain) curing.-whoever does any act of  so healing allegedly or 
purportedly and of  curing any woman said to be Witch (Daain) by doing any act 
of  ‘jhadphook’ or ‘totka’ and thereby causing any kind of  physical or mental harm 
and torture to that person identified as a Witch (Daain) in any manner shall be 
punished with imprisonment for a term which may extend to one year with a 
fine of  Rs. 2,000/-or with both.

Section 7: Procedure for trial.-All offences of  this Act shall be cognizable and 
non-bailable.

Section 8: Power to make the Rule.-The State Government may by notification 
in the official gazette, make such rules as are necessary to carry out the provisions 
of  this Act.
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III. THE KARNATAKA DEVADASIS (PROHIBITION OF 
DEDICATION) ACT, 1982. 

ARRANGEMENT OF SECTIONS. 

Sections: 

1. Short title and extent. 

2. Definitions. 

3. Dedication as devadasi to be unlawful. 

4. Marriage of  devadasi. 

5. Penalty. 

6. Protection of  action taken in good faith. 

7. Power to make rules. 

8. Repeal. 

STATEMENT OF OBJECTS AND REASONS 

Act 1 of  1984 .- The Devadasi Abolition Act of  Bombay State and a similar 
Act of  Madras Government are in force in the Bombay Karnataka Area and in 
Bellary District respectively. It was also found that in some parts of  Karnataka 
the Devadasi System is still in force and the women who are inducted to this 
system are in a pitiable condition and this has led them to take up prostitution 
for a living. Therefore it is found necessary to bring forward a legislation to 
minimise this social evil and to rehabilitate the victims. Dedication of  a woman as 
Devadasi is made an offence and in order to make the provisions more effective, 
higher punishment is provided for a person abetting the offence if  he happens 
to be the parent, guardian or relative of  the woman. 

Hence the Bill. 

(Published in the Karnataka Gazette Part IV-2A (Extraordinary) No. 75 dated 
3-2-1982 at page 5.) 

KARNATAKA ACT NO. 1 OF 1984 

(First published in the Karnataka Gazette Extraordinary on the Thirty-first day 
of  January, 1984) 
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THE KARNATAKA DEVADASIS (PROHIBITION OF DEDICATION) 
ACT, 1982 

(Received the assent of  the President on the eleventh day of  January, 1984) 

An Act to prevent dedication of  women as devadasis in the State of  Karnataka. 

WHEREAS the practice of  dedicating women as devadasis to deities, idols, 
objects of  worship, temples and other religious institutions or places of  worship 
exists in certain parts of  the State of  Karnataka ; 

AND whereas such practice leads women so dedicated to a life of  prostitution; 

AND whereas it is expedient to put an end to the practice ; 

BE it enacted by the Karnataka State Legislature in the Thirty-third Year of  the 
Republic of  India as follows :- 

1.  Short title and extent.- (1) This Act may be called the Karnataka Devadasis 
(Prohibition of  Dedication) Act, 1982. 

 (2) It extends to the whole State of  Karnataka. 

2.  Definitions.- In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires,-  (a) 
“dedication” means the performance of  any act or ceremony, by whatever 
name called, by which a woman is dedicated to the service of  any deity, idol, 
object of  worship, temple, other religious institutions or places of  worship ; 
(b)  “devadasi” means a woman so dedicated ; 
 (c) “temple” means a place by whatever designation known, dedicated to, or 

used as a place of  religious worship ; 
 (d) “woman” means a female of  any age. 

3.  Dedication as devadasi to be unlawful.- Notwithstanding any custom or law 
to the contrary, the dedication of  a woman as a devadasi, whether before or 
after the commencement of  this Act and whether she has consented to such 
dedication or not, is hereby declared unlawful, void and to be of  no effect 
and any woman so dedicated shall not thereby be deemed to have become 
incapable of  entering into a valid marriage. 

4.  Marriage of  devadasi.- Notwithstanding any custom or rule of  any law to 
the contrary, no marriage contracted by a woman shall be invalid and no 
issue of  such marriage shall be considered as illegitimate by reasons only of  
such woman being a devadasi. 
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5.  Penalty.- Any person who, after the commencement of  this Act, performs, 
permits, takes part in, or abets the performance of, any ceremony or act 
for dedicating a woman as a devadasi or any ceremony or act connected 
therewith shall on conviction be punishable with imprisonment of  either 
description for a term which may extend to three years and with fine which 
may extend to two thousand rupees: 

 Provided that where the person referred to in this section is the parent or 
guardian or a relative of  the woman so dedicated, he shall be punishable 
with imprisonment of  either description which may extend to five years but 
which shall not be less than two years and with fine which may extend to five 
thousand rupees but which shall not be less than two thousand rupees.

 Explanation.- A person referred to in this section shall include the woman in 
respect of  whom such ceremony or act is performed. 

6.  Protection of  action taken in good faith .- No suit, prosecution, or other 
legalproceedings shall lie against the Government or any person for anything 
which is in good faith done or intended to be done under this Act. 

 7.  Power to make rules :- (1) The State Government may, after previouspublication 
and by notification in the official Gazette, make rules for carrying out the 
purposes of  this Act. 

 (2) Without prejudice to the generality of  the power conferred by sub-
section (1) such rules may provide,-  (a) for the manner of  investigation of  
offences under this Act ; 
(b) for custody, care, protection, welfare and rehabilitation of  devadasis; 
(c) for any other matter which in the opinion of  the State Government has 

to be prescribed. 

  (3) Every rule made under this section shall be laid as soon as may be after 
it is made, before each house of  the State Legislature while it is in session 
for a total period of  thirty days which may be comprised in one session or 
in two or more successive sessions, and if, before the expiry of  the sessions 
immediately following the session or the successive sessions aforesaid, both 
Houses agree in making any modification in the rule or both Houses agree 
that the rule should not be made, the rule shall from the date on which 
the modification or annulment is notified by the State Government in the 
official Gazette have effect only in such modified form or be of  no effect, 
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as the case may be ; so however, the modification, or annulment shall be 
without prejudice to the validity of  anything previously done under that rule. 

8.  Repeal.- The Bombay Devadasis Protection Act, 1934, (Bombay Act 10 
of  1934) and the Madras Devadasis (Prevention of  Dedication) Act, 1947 
(Madras Act 31 of  1947) are hereby repealed : 

 Provided that section 6 of  the Karnataka General Clauses Act, 1899 
(Karnataka Act 3 of  1899) shall be applicable as if  the said enactments are 
repealed and re-enacted by this Act. 

IV. THE KARNATAKA PREVENTION OF ANIMAL SACRIFICES 
ACT, 1959 ARRANGEMENT OF SECTIONS.

Statement of  Object and Reasons

Sections:
1. Short title, extent and commencement. 
2. Definitions. 
3. Sacrifice in or in precincts of  any place of  public religious worship or 

adoration or in a congregation or procession connected with religious 
worship, prohibited. 

4. Officiating at sacrifices prohibited. 
5. Place of  public religious worship or adoration or its precincts not to be 

allowed to be  used for sacrifice. 
6. Penalties. 
7. General power to arrest without warrant. 
8. Power to make rules. 
9. Repeal.  

STATEMENT OF OBJECTS AND REASONS I  Act 3 of  1960.—The 
Mysore Prevention of  Animal Sacrifices Act, 1948 and the 

Madras Animals and Birds Sacrifices Prohibition Act, 1950 are in force in the 
Mysore and Madras Areas respectively. These Acts prohibit animal sacrifices in 
or within the precincts of  Hindu Temples. There are no similar Acts in other 
areas of  the State. It is desirable to make the law on the subject uniform. Hence 
this Bill.

(Published in Karnataka Gazette Part IV-2A dated 23rd July 1959, at page 170.)



103

The KarnaTaKa PrevenTion of SuPerSTiTiouS PracTiceS Bill, 2013

Amending Act 21 of  1975.—The Mysore Prevention of  Animal Sacrifices Act, 
1959 provides for the prohibition of  sacrifices of  animals or birds only in Hindu 
Temples or in the precincts thereof. The Government consider it necessary to 
extend the scope of  the Act to any place of  public religious worship or adoration 
and its precincts and to any congregation or procession connected with the 
religious worship in a public street by amending the Act suitably. Hence the Bill.

(Published in Karnataka Gazette (Extraordinary) Part IV-2A dated 17th May 
1973 as No. 475 )

1[KARNATAKA]1 ACT No. 3 OF 1960

(First published in the 1[Karnataka Gazette]1 on the 4th February, 1960.) THE 
1[KARNATAKA]1 PREVENTION OF ANIMAL SACRIFICES ACT, 1959 
(Received the assent of  the President on the 27th January, 1960.) (As Amended 
by Karnataka Act 21 of  1975.)

An Act to prevent animal sacrifices in or within the precincts of  2[any place of  
public religious worship or adoration and in any congregation or procession 
connected with religious worship]2 in the 1[State of  Karnataka]1.

WHEREAS it is expedient to provide for the prevention of  anim al sacrifices 
taking place in or within the precincts of  2[any place of  public religious worship 
or adoration and in any congregation or procession connected with religious 
worship]2 in the 1[State of  Karnataka]1;

BE it enacted by the 1[Karnataka]1 State Legislature in the Tenth Year of  the 
Republic of  India as follows:—

1.  Short title, extent and commencement.- (1) This Act may be called the 
1[Karnataka]1 Prevention of  Animal Sacrifices Act, 1959.
(2) It extends to the whole of  the 1[State of  Karnataka]1.
(3) It shall come into force at once.
Adapted by the Karnataka Adaptations of  Laws Order 1973 w.e.f. 1.11.1973 
Substituted by Act 21 of  1975 w.e.f. 15.5.1975 

2.  Definitions.- In this Act unless the context otherwise requires,— (a) “animal” 
includes birds;

 1[(b) “precincts” in relation to a place of  public religious worship or adoration 
includes all lands and buildings near such place which are ordinarily used for 
purposes connected with religious worship or adoration;]1
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 (c) “sacrifice” means the killing or maiming of  any animal for the purpose 
2[of  any religious worship or adoration]3;

 1[(d) “place of  public religious worship or adoration” means any place 
intended for use by, or accessible to, the public or a section thereof  for the 
purposes of  religious worship or adoration.]1

 1. Substituted by Act 21 of  1975 w.e.f. 15.5.1975

1[3. Sacrifice in or in precincts of  any place of  public religious worship or 
adoration or in a congregation or procession connected with religious 
worship, prohibited.- No person shall sacrifice any animal in any place of  
public religious worship or adoration or its precincts or in any congregation 
or procession connected with any religious worship in a public street.

 Explanation.—For the purposes of  this section and section 4 “public street” 
means a road, street, way or other place, whether a thoroughfare or not, to 
which the public are granted access or over which they have a right to pass.]1

 1. Sustituted by Act 21 of  1975 w.e.f. 15.5.1975

4.  Officiating at sacrifices prohibited.- No person shall,-

 3(a) officiate or offer to officiate at, or (b) perform or offer to perform, 
or (c) serve, assist or participate, or offer to serve, assist or participate in,

 - any sacrifice in any 1[place of  public religious worship or adoration or its 
precincts or in any congregation or procession connected with any religious 
worship in a public street]1.

 1. Sustituted by Act 21 of  1975 w.e.f. 15.5.1975

5.  1[Place of  public religious worship or adoration]1 or its precincts not to 
be allowed to be used for sacrifice.- No person shall knowingly allow any 
sacrifice to be performed at any place, which,-
(a) is situated within any 1[place of  public religious worship or adoration]1 

or its precincts, and
(b)  is in his possession or under his control. 1. Substituted by Act 21 of  1975 

w.e.f. 15.5.1975

6.  Penalties.- (1) Whoever contravenes the provisions of  section 3 shall be 
punished with imprisonment, which may extend to six months or with fine 
which may extend to five hundred rupees or with both.
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(2) Whoever contravenes the provisions of  section 4 shall be punished with 
fine which may extend to five hundred rupees:

 Provided that if  the offender is an officer, servant, authority, trustee or 
priest of  the 1[institution related to the place of  public religious worship 
or adoration]1, or the holder of  an office and in receipt of  emoluments 
or perquisites for the performance of  any service in the 1[institution 
related to the place of  public religious worship or adoration]1, he shall be 
punished with imprisonment, which may extend to six months or with 
fine, which may extend to five hundred rupees, or with both.

(3) Whoever contravenes the provisions of  section 5 shall be punished with 
imprisonment for a term which may extend to three months, or with 
fine, which may extend to three hundred rupees, or with both.

 Explanation.—Any person who attempts to contravene or abets or 
attempts to abet a contravention of  section 3, section 4 or section 5, 
shall be deemed to have contravened the said section.

 1. Sustituted by Act 21 of  1975 w.e.f. 15.5.1975

7.  General power to arrest without warrant.- Any Police Officer, not below 
the rank of  a Sub-Inspector, may arrest without warrant any person who 
contravenes the provisions of  this Act.

8.  Power to make Rules.- (1) The State Government may, subject to the 
condition of  previous publication, make rules by notification in the Official 
Gazette, generally for the purpose of  carrying into effect the provisions of  
this Act.

 (2) The rules made under this Act shall be laid, as soon as may be after they 
are made, before each House of  the State Legislature, while it is in session 
for a total period of  thirty days, which may be comprised in one session, 
or in two or more sessions, and if  before the expiry of  the said period, 
either House of  the State Legislature makes any modifications in the rules or 
directs that the rules shall not have effect and themodifications or directions 
are agreed to by the other House, the rules shall thereafter have effect only 
in such modified form or be of  no effect, as the case may be.

9.  Repeal.- The Mysore Prevention of  Animal Sacrifices Act 1948 (Mysore Act 
LI of  1948), as in force in the Mysore Area and the Madras Animals and 
Birds Sacrifices Prohibition Act, 1950 (Madras Act No. XXXII of  1950) as 
in force in the 1[Mangalore and Kollegal Area]1, are hereby repealed:
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 Provided that section 6 of  the 1[Karnataka]1 General Clauses Act, 1899 
1 [Karnataka]1 Act III of  1899), shall be applicable in respect of  the said 
repeal and section 8 and section 24 of  the said Act shall be applicable as if  
the said Acts were repealed and re- enacted by a 1[Karnataka Act]1

V. THE KARNATAKA KORAGAS (PROHIBITION OF AJALU 
PRACTICE) ACT, 2000 

ARRANGEMENT OF SECTIONS 

Statement of  Object and Reasons 
Sections : 
1. Short title, extent and commencement. 
2. Definitions. 
3. Prohibition of  Ajalu Practice. 
4. Penalty. 
5. Protection of  action taken in good faith. 
6. Power to make rules. 
7. Repeal and savings. 

STATEMENT OF OBJECTS AND REASONS 

 Act 30 of  2000.- Koragas who belong to primitive tribes of  Dakshina Kannada 
and Udupi districts are illiterate and superstitious. Using service of  Koragas for 
Ajalu Practice exists in certain parts of  Dakshina Kannada and Udupi Districts. 
Ajalu practice includes differentiating between Koragas and persons belonging 
to other communities, treating them as inferior human beings, mixing hair, nails 
or any other inedible or obnoxious substance in the food and asking them to 
eat that food and to make them to run like buffaloes before the beginning of  
Kambala. These practices amount to exploitation of  Koragas and treating them 
as slaves and thus offends human dignity. Refusal to practice Ajalu voluntarily 
may render the life of  Koragas extremely difficult. Therefore, it is considered 
necessary to bring a suitable legislation to prohibit Ajalu practice and make it 
punishable under law. 

Hence the Bill. 

KARNATAKA ACT NO. 30 OF 2000 
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THE KARNATAKA KORAGAS (PROHIBITION OF AJALU PRACTICE) 
ACT, 2000 

(Received the assent of  the Governor on the tenth day of  December, 2000) 

 An Act to provide for the prevention of  using the services of  Koragas for Ajalu 
practice in some parts of  the State of  Karnataka. 

WHEREAS using services of  Koragas for Ajalu practice exists in certain parts 
of  the State of  Karnataka specially in Dakshina Kannada and Udupi Districts;  

AND WHEREAS such practice amounts to exploitation of  Koragas and treating 
them as slaves and which offends human dignity; 

AND WHEREAS it is expedient to put an end to such practice; 

BE it enacted by the Karnataka State Legislature in the fifty first year of  the 
Republic of  India, as follows:- 

1. Short title, extent and commencement.- (1) This Act may be called the 
Karnataka Koragas (Prohibition of  Ajalu Practice) Act, 2000. 

  (2) It extends to the whole State of  Karnataka. 

  (3) It shall be deemed to have come into force with effect from the 
seventeenth day of  August 2000. 

2.  Definitions.- In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires,- 
(a) “Ajalu practice “ means, performance of  any act or ceremony,- 

(i) differentiating between Koragas and persons belonging to other 
communities by paying no wages or lesser wages to Koragas for 
using their service; 

(ii) treating Koragas as inferior human beings as compared to others; 
(iii) mixing hair, nails or any other inedible or abnoxious substance in the 

food and asking Koragas to eat that food; 
(iv) driving Koragas to run like buffaloes before the beginning of  

Kambala. 
(b) ‘Kambala‘ means buffalo race in marshy land; 
(c) “Koraga” means an Adivasi Tribal person belonging to Koraga Community 

of  any age. 
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3.  Prohibition of  Ajalu Practice.- Notwithstanding anything contained in any 
law , custom, usuage or practice by whatever name called, no person shall 
use the services of  a Koraga for Ajalu practice with or without his consent. 

4.  Penalty.- Any person who, after the commencement of  this Act, uses or abets 
the using of  the services of  a Koraga for Ajalu practice shall on conviction 
be punishable with imprisonment for a term which shall not be less than six 
months but, which may extend up to five years and with a fine not exceeding 
five thousand rupees. 

5.  Protection of  action taken in good faith.- No suit, prosecution, or other 
legal proceedings shall lie against the Government or any person for any 
thing which is done or intended to be done in good faith under this Act.  3

6.  Power to make rules.- (1) The State Government by notification, after 
previous publication may make rules for carrying out the purposes of  this 
Act. 

  (2) Every rule made under this Act shall be laid, as soon as may be after 
it is madebefore each House of  the State Legislature, while it is in session 
for a total period of  thirty days which may be comprised in one session or 
in two or more successive sessions, and if, before the expiry of  the session 
immediately following the session or successive sessions, both Houses agree 
in making any modification in any such rule or both Houses agree that the 
rule should not be made, or issued, the rules shall there after have effect only 
in such modified form or be of  no effect, as the case may be, so, however, 
that such modification or annulment shall be without prejudice to the validity 
of  anything previously done under that rule. 

7.  Repeal and savings.- (1) The Karnataka Koragas (Prohibition of  Ajalu 
practice) Ordinance, 2000 (Karnataka Ordinance No.7 of  2000) is hereby 
repealed. 

 (2) Notwithstanding such repeal anything done or any action taken under 
the said Ordinance shall be deemed to have been done or taken under this 
Act.
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