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The Maharashtra government's bill regulating the use of prenataidtagnostic .techniques is a concess1~n 
to the demands of the five-year long campaign. It is also an indic_tm.Mt of the Me'dical Councilfor 
its open disregard of its own code of professionalethics. On the other f:ia.nd,. H carefuily avoids touching 
the private sector, makes a mockery of people's participation and offe;imany-concessions to the 

1
medical 

tabby. . • 

THE Govei:m.:n.ent of Maharashtra has recently introduct:cr 
a much awaited and talked- about bill in the state assembly, 
"Mabarashtra Reguiation of Use of Pr~natal Diagnostic 
Techniques Act, 1988". The bill has come in response to a 

. concerted campaign mounted 111.ainly by the·Bombay based 
Forum Against Sex-determination and Sex-preselection and 
supported by organisations of women, doctors; health ac 
tivists, democratic rights activists and even a research institu 
tion. These groups organised demonstrations, marches, 
dharanas, ex~ibitions, seminars and' workshops. They also 
used all available media to draw peopl~'s attention to the ram 
pant misuse of. medical techniques like amniocentesis, 
chorion villi biopsy, sonography leading to female foeticide .. 
Many sensitive journalists and other media people helped 
focus the campaign not only on the issue of misuse of 
medical techniques but also on the status.of women in· our 
society .. Several members of these orgamsations also accepted 
the government's -invitation to participate in a committee 
which did some necessary groundwork to identify the 
techmca:I and legal issues in"°lved in stoppiag this misuse. 
'if.he·,Qill presented ,in the Assembly was, however, drafted by 
the government on its qw~. 
Me'dical Council Indicted 

<. 

defended sex-determi,nation practices ·of tiie doctors saying-·· _ ,. . . . ~ that the medical profess10n must grant fuH autonomy to the 
patients. It was also argued that it is dift'.irn1t to prove in in- ' 

· dividual casesthat sex-determination was done to get fa::maie 
foetuses aborted. · 
There are enough.provisions in the code-of medical P&cs 

of the MC to take stringent .action against the profesN0n 
this issue. Some individ-µal cases also came to notice out the 
MC didnot move. For ,instance, D.r. Datta Pai, who runs an 
abortion clinic (Pearl Centre) •in Dadar, Bombay and who 
was a member of the government's eommittee on this issue, 
has publicly admitted that his abcrtioa centre had provided 
facilities for amniocentesis tiill he was invited to join ,the 
goveF_nment committee, though he never admitted that . 
amniocentesis was used for female foeticide-in his centre. Yet 
this was a fit case for ,the MC to seize his records of .am 
niocentesis aid th.e MTPs in this ,pei:iod and scrutinise 
whether in the same centre women who• l!lnderwent amnio 
centesis were offered MTP when the f~etus wa.s found to be 
female. And if it weFe found ,to, be so, the MC could have 
used two· clauses of its code,. namely, first, no discrimina- 
tion in mediccl!l practice and second, ,the social responsibility 
of doctors, in addition to the violation of the MTr° act, ,to 

· p-unish the guiilty .persons. • · 
.Although ,the statement of 'Objects and Reasons' given Thl:ls, though this :bi1ll is a concessi~n t~·,the Forum's 

by the minister: of state in the bill, does not explicitly criticise demand, it is also a11 indictinent of ,the Medical Counciil ;for· 
the M·edical Councj

1
l, states tha,t "In breach of professional its open disregaLd of its ,own code of'.pr.o:Fessiona1 ethics. 

1 

e_thics, uascrupulous medical practitioners do not hesitate In our country onli:i drugs .and ·pharmaceuticals are . --<7 
to perform abortions even when the sole or oae of the reasons n;:gulated under a full-fledged law (albeit,. a very ineffecthie 
for doing so is female 'foeticide". It also laments that "tfuere -law). The rest of what' constitl:ltes medica!l technology and 
seems ,to b·e a misconception abol:lt the objectives of the techniques are not regt1lated l!lnder any comprehensive.law. 
existing laws in the minds of many medical practition,ers". This ;b_ill restricts itself to the regulation of . pre-natal: 
rt seems naive to enact a full-fledged legislation if the issl:le·., technologies and techniques. Again,-it dpes not regulate·the 
involved was 9nly a simple misconcept about the existiag in.trodl:lction· of new technologies and)e9hrti.ql:leS even'in pr:e- 
1faws. Bllt to expect 'the government to be fcir.thright in its· natal 'diagnosis. In fact it regulates only ·,their l:lse. Never-. 
assel)saient of the medical profession is asking for th~ moon. theless, it is an admissiqn of the ,fact that. medical 
Ne:vertheless, _this ·statement brings out that · sex-.. technologies are being misl:lsed in·:pr.e-natal diagnosis to such 

determination practices involved in breach ,of medical ethics. an extent that an indepeadent Iaw is needed ,to. dea!r .wfth 
Therefore,. it squarel)'. 1ndicts tlie·Medical Col:ln.~iil. The MC · them, B.Y. 'logical exteasion, ifcmdd be said .that it gives rool.I}: 
in our cou~trcy has scarely n:i.8:de any attempt to'regulate the · for heal;tfu activisJs t0 push the .idea that• an niedic~l 
medical :profession according to the code of medical ethics technologies anct techn1ql:les could be· widely misused, anct 
formulated, by it. It has·not .only allowed-the \riolatiqn of··· they ~re being misl:lsed,' therefore sti:ingen.t regulation,on.alit 
ethics to go ,unpunished but also at times attempted ;to pro- medical ,technologies in general and new technologies in pare 
vide j_ustificaion and legal _cover to sl:lch violatioa. This."!1t- ticula{ds l:lrgently needed.. . .·. · · · · . I 

titl:lde was ve_ry glaring ,in the specific case -of sex determina" · Secondly,. it e~plidtly bans the l:lSe. of ;medical ,techniques · , 
tion where it' refused to:·s)aed its lethargy despite a very hot and technokigi_es for·the :purpose of :pre-natal .sex determina 
debate it~ the-media for last seven years. Nor only that,; ia . tion leading.to, femGl!l~ .foeticide. T-hirdly, it decla;es iMegar 

· a private conversation,. the president·O! ~aharashti:a MC ~he-·giving of-any .advertisement i_n any ,manner: ±eg~rding · 

. Radical JournaJ of Health 
'88 



facilities availableF~r ,tJ;i,e pre-natal prediction of sex at the 
centre, laboratory orclinic. :fhircfay, it makes iUegal the seek 
in.g of such facitity by the woman or by any other person 
for her for the pre-natal determination of sex. Fourthly, it 
prohibits the indication of "rhe sex of a foetus with or 
withou« the possible object of female foeticide". And lastly, 
it ,prescribes rigorous punishment to those who .indu1ge in 

~ - pre-natal sex determination activities. 
~__:.. . Thus, tile pressure generated by the Forum's and other 
~ individuals and organisations' efforts has helped make some 

. breakthroughs in the present situation. But tile gains are quite 
inadequate iH many respect and this biH is a big compromise 

. solution worked out by the government and the medical 
_JU,thodties-botll private and public. These inadequacies 

·:f make the bill, if not weaker, than at least as weak as tile pre- 
_,. sent Drugs and Cosmetics Act. In many ways .it is a defeat 

in the victory for the Forum. 

Sacrosanct Private Sector 

,ture which includes over 1500 primary 'nea1th centres and 
about 200•rura1 hospitals. In addition they also manage cot 
tage hospieals, district. Hospitals etc. They are hardly able to 
efficiently regulate. these . estab1ishments·. One can ,oruy 
imagine with what efficiency ,they will be able to regulate 
private medical' profession and its ever increasing INl•Jillber 
of laboratories. 
THe composition of the Appropriate Authority (AA) is: 

Two ex-officio government bureaucrats from the public 
health department, one bureaucrat from the medical educa 
tion department, one bureaucrat from the Indian Co11ncil 
of Medical Research, two doctors: one gynaecologist and one 
geneticist (no other qua1ification mentioned) and two 
representatives of voluntaey organ.isatioRs (in the field of 
health women and humaa rights). Except ex-officio 
m~h.J;i{rs, the rest in the eight member ·team wiiJil be 
nominated by the government. Thus, the participaden of 
voluntary organisation will be as per the needs of the governs 
meats and since the AA will take decisions qn simple 
majority, the voluntary organisations wilt not nave much 
decisive say 'in most matters, 

. ·n, ·,. ·Fornrn has, from the very beginning, .demanded the 
0abcl~ of pre-natal sex determination techniques in the 
pr.i~ate medicat sector. For it is tHe private medical sector 

. which is primarily g1:1ilty of tlieir .m·isuse and not the pubiic 
~ secto; In government iHstitutions tHe government has issued. 
a directive almost a decade back to stop their usage for sex 
determination. . · 
H9wever, the govemmeHt with talks of inefficiency and 

, corruptioR in the public sector is building a case for privatisa 
tion (which is already underway}. It has failed to even pay 
lip-service to tHe natioRalisation of the private medical sector 
despite such revelatioR of gross mafpractices. It even fails 

. to acknowledge tnat tHe 'liberalisation' tHat is prevailing in 
.ti,;e private medical s&tor, has bro1:1gHt only iHs for the people 
and for the women iH particular. 
· lflstead ofabofishing all geRetic laboratories.aHd genetic 
dinics in tne private sector the bilil oniy waats to reg1:1late 
tHem. As we k_now tnat s_1:1cH a regnlation of the phar- . 

1 

rnaceutical industry under t!;ie Drugs aHd Cosmetics Act has 
Rot radicaHy chaRged the drug scene an.d its misuse continues 

.. iR legal as weH as iMega1 manner. The regulation of geRetic 
~ laboratories,. geR

0

etic ceRtres, genetic clinics, gyRaecologists, 
1: r / medical geneticists and SO,On wiJ!l µ1tirnateiy eRJail tHe crea- 

.!'", tion of an. ~dministrative· set-up which wiH took like a mi,ni 
FDA. The expeRditure that government wHl incur and what 
people wi1r pay for tnese services in tnese Cefltres,. in the Harne 
of registration fees wi,J,l far off-set iH ·a f_ew years tHe total 
,expeRditl!lre tHe government would have made as· a compen 
sation hi taking over aJII! genetic laboratories in. tne state. As 
a boHus, this would have made the irnplementatiqR of the 
ban easier and effective withom,t depriving phose women WHO 
medically Reed pre-natal diagnosis. 

( The·st.ory of regulation. does not end here. The body (caJ!led 
~- Appropriate Authority (AA) in the bill) which wm grant 

,IiceRses and .enforce the law is full of ,those HealtH bureaucrats 
:who are already overloaded and proveR to be iRefficient iH 
regulating tneir own departmen.ts. The Director aHd the Joint 

~ Director of Health Services, who wiH become ex-office cnair 
__y' maR aRd secretary.of the Appropriate Autnority respectively, 

have ,never made any serious attempt to .curb priva11e prac 
' -tice by the doctors in our rural health. services. FurtJ;ier tHey 
. are in charge of an ever-expanding rural hea1th infrastruc- · 

i 
L-· 
~ l ~ 

Mockery 0£ Pe@ple's Participati@n 
. 'Tnis bill is a classical example of wnat the govemm~nt 
means by people's participation. ·As stated above, the selec 
tio~ of the voluntary agen.cy to be represeHted in ,the AA wiiU 

. be made by tne govemme_Ht and flOt tne ;people. Furtner, there 
wiiJil be another ageRcy called. the state Vigi;lance Committee 

· (SVC) to oversee tne implementation: of the act. Here also, 
in the seven member. committee, two representatives o.f vohm 
tary. organisations will be appointed by the governmen.t. In 
Its supervisory functions, the SVC will pay periodic visi,ts to 
the recognised ceHtres, bl!lt it will Rpt have authority to take 
action against tHose viotating tne act. For tnis tne SVC wHl 
nave. to approach tHe AA. 
FurtHer, on the oHe ifuaHd representation to the vo1l!intary 

ageHcies in tne implemeRting bociies is given 11nder tne. guise 
of p_eople's participation OH the ,otner common citizens are 
for:biddeH .to directly prosecute erriJlg doctors, centres and 
laboratories. Suen citizeRs wi11 have to first approach the SVC 
aRd the AA with tneir co,mplaints. There is, faowever:, a pro 
vision for such citizens. to go to court after givi,ng two 
moRtns' notice to tne AA about tneir complaint. But to 
counterweigh sucn actiofl, the AA aHd SVC, which will be 
in poss~ssfon of aH information. needed ,to prosecute doctors, 
c·enttes and laboratories, are give~ tHe power to refuse ,to 
make information avaiilable ,to s11ch citizens if tne same ,is, 
in: ,its opiriion, agc1;inst tlie public iinterest. Thus, in the last 
aHalysis, wh~le talking alm1dabout people's participation and 
exteRding an olive braRch to ,tne voluntary o'rganisations, the 
government has made clever provisions in tne bii!il to see that 
evefl tnose people wno want to participate to stop tne misuse 
of pre--natal dtagnostic techHiques caHROt' do SO or are 
effectively frustrated in the1r efforts. 

C~ncessions ta Medical l.ohby 
THe pressure exerted by the medical·Tobby while the biH 

was being drafted is dearly visible at several places. This is 
not.surpr,ising. The medical bureaucracy has time aRd agaiH, 
OH yarious issues (recen.tly OR the issue of cHargiRg for ser 
vi'ces) ,expressed its sympathy for the values ,of the private 

March 1988 89 



sector. Fl:JrtheF, people Iike the president of Maharashtra M<:.; everybor;Jy ijt~ft&· milling theiir voice against ,it the better. 
and Dr. Datta Pai are close advisers of the government 1:ieafth We aiH know tlnlt th@r:@ i§· immtmHW j,p .our society. Bat · 
department. oaF constltutlow says Hmt every_pa~y i& @ij'l!ait befpr-~ thi:: law. 
In the defining Indtcattons and co»ditiolls for which pre- · We an can it fon:nal1 eqaaiHty, 1BuI fK>t ~g in thiij NH, 'fh;~re · 

natal diagnostic technlqnes should be used, th~y have seen· is no equa1ity, .1Jetwee!l t1h·e doctors, centres '!l.'Jold l
1

al;i!=lrsnor,ies · . 
to it that the Forum's pr9posal of getting writtep opinim! on one hand, and the victim woman and' her hl!l~banci or in= 
of three concerned specill;lists has been completely excluded Jilw @ll the other hand. The biiM says that the offence com" 
in the bill. In the absence of such a provision, the private mitted by ty.gi; two- alld type ·three offenders- "shatil, be 
gynaecologist will be th!! sole-decision-maker whether to offer cognisabie, non-bailable and non-comipoandable''.. "Phis., · 
pre-natal diagnostic facility to the- woman or Bot. However, means, when a complaint is made to the police against the · 
vague indication like tp.e history of two OF mere !!P~ftjpn~ victim w9man, her husband· pr 1her. in-laws, the police has . 
or foetal loss could be misused in the same way as the faHUf§ · t!:I m;t to arrest them, Once arrested, on1ly tfue: couetean give 
of contraception as an:indis;ation is used for the· MTP. Just .. bait, 'ffl§. r-ii,m-compoundabli,ty makes it diFfic'ult to get any- 
as the faihlre of coBtraception as indication for .the MTP · compr~mis~ li!~ttl~ment. . · . ,. . . . . . •. 
has rightly made abort-ion faci!lities legally available to . But ·the t}'P,!l flfl§ ~ff~noers {doctors, c~ntres and_ 
women, the iBdications like foetal loss w.ill wrongiy make labprator{es) a,Fe· exchu:f@d frnmlh@ ~fu!:!ri: proiisiom by ,mak- · 
av~lable sex-test to women who want to go foi: female · ing their offences,· no11°9ogni~a\:ll!l (th§ pQljp~ ,i& !191 r,e~mif!l9 
foeticide. to act when, the complafat. js n,Ieg}, .. pa,H~b!@ (if 1=1tresied at 
The medicat lobby has scored the most in the chapt_er on ~II, efan get o~t i~n;edia!ely on per_sodnal' b_ond, i ,e.,lics ~ice · 

'Offences and Penalties', This chapter identifies thFee types 1ts€,l caTI gi:ant bal'\) ij!1Q Gompoun a:ble·{can };:~,..._· out 
of ·offellders. Type one: Doctors, C!lntres.and fab9ratories. ·an O\:lt-of-~ourt settlem.eht), . tJ_,._. 
Ty,pe two: The woman who seeks the test, bc:;:r h1:1sband and This sh·ows thaf our g9v~HH!Beilt coTisiders the offences 
in~laws. Type tJ:1Fee: All thbse who contravene any of th@ wrn= committed ·by the. doctor~-less criminaI than those commit- · 
visions of the act. . .U:d PY the victims (who paid Hrnt doctor exhorbiitant 
The penalty prescribed for type one offenders is rigoro1:1~ arn@mlt§), JD ~~r society· the p~rson, who actua1!y pommits 

p1:1Bishmellt ·upto three years aBd fine upto Rs 5000, To female ·.fe~H~i9@ PY doiTig a.sex-test aTid selective ii.pprti1:>q 
demollstrate that the governmellt is goillg to be very strJct is less of. a crlmbmi thag ¥Ictims of paifFiarcha:l ,ideo'l'ogy·aTid 
with offeBding doctori;, centFes ahd laboqitories;° the bj,11 has ·. physical and socio=e!,lOflf>mi~ goinpl:l!l'sion~. · · 
a clattse here sayillg tliat the minimum penalty to these ped- : .~ 
pie sho11ld be at least"<;me year· imprisonment and fine·o{ _Some ~sso_~s ~~d Jru.tur~ :Plflll · . --:: 
Rs.1000. Bttt the holilowness of this provision: becomes evi- : This bill has once again ,emphasised thiH @nly goqgt ~ 
dellt as we read the last-clause of this chapter. This clause intention~· of some· individuals, ·groups ·and the 'goodn~ss'. 
empowers the cottrt, if it so desires alld after giving reasons, ···,of _smµe burea1:1erats: do not add _upto, desired cha:nge:. 'ifht§ · 
to awaFd less punishment tn~the mirumttm stipulated Ullder is .not to q1,1estiOll int(?lltions·, butthe,methodology ·Qfaf.fec~· 
the act. That is, a ric~ .doct~r who ~as misused the techn:i- dllg change and the :ultimate gains, Ttiti system does not tliil<e. 
qttes· leading to female'foeticiae, can; with the help of power- to have gross kreg~1laFities in its fuJtctjollihg. The cur.rent 
faUawyers, persuadci·,the court to award minor punishrneTit system permits ir,regul!lrities outsiddts rnies. only upto;the 
The second type of.offenders jncll:lde the womall; "her hu(;~ . time it Beed~ them. "Tfaus, the govemmeTit wi

1W also befound 
·. balld and her ill-laws·. the bill says .thi!t the womall shou14 . responding to .certain demands for establishing the Fules of · 
· be assttmed to _be inllOCent and thus charged o~ly R.s 5"(j as . g_amefa ,the _fields wheFe such iFregularities "aFe rnmpapt. pnly 't1 
a tokeTI fine and BO imprisoBmeI!_t, The bi!U also say§ .tti·J·i. t suc11! aTI ap.proach ca!'! keep up ~he credible (ace ·Of the systeJJI.~~r. 
it shcluld be assumed that she was compelled by the h1:1sban.i;t before. the masses. · . · · - ).__. 
or in-laws to underg(J' the sex-test. The h1:1sbaTid or her in- ·. Jfo~ these rules of_game,·ander the 

0

,PFc;!SSl:IFe ofsmaH gFOl:lpS . 
laws wiiM be pttnishe# for a:1:iett~eTit of the offence, with a~d _meclia, are' nc~t framed·whHe punishing· the ;guUty. Th~ . 
rigorotts imprisonmeJ].t upto three years and with fine 1:1pto Epvkon1'.llent Act came ~itho1:1t pui;tshing tfalon.;Car:bide, 
Rs.3000. The bill says, '"The court shall always assume, unless The-ind1:1stry'was·not pun:isfued l;Jeforebringi:ng the Cons1:1mer 
otheFwise proved, that a wornan ·wb,o seeks SU.Ch aid of .pr-e-. . Protection: }\ct·. lTI the same way the bu,i1l'ders are llOt going 
natal diagBostic procedures on faei:self has beet1 compelled . to be disciplined _before Hie housing act is broµgM in. And 
to do so by her husband or members of his family". Here m> goctor is so . ~enalised for committing fema!le foeticide.' 
the catch is provided with the. addition of words "Unless TbJs-1,l} WS the light-mindedness ·OJ the government aad the · 
o~herwise proved". It ,is easy to prove t?at the victim ~omall feeble!1e5s ~f lh§ i,ffgrts made by th~ ·group·s coi:ic:;er~ed.: A'$ ~ 
will be caught and not;the httsband or m~laws. Who will pFo- '.1 result, all ·law~ ar~ passep Pll-t they are toothiless l'aws. ../ 
ve it otherwise? If the husband .is· arrested, b'.e wi:H simply ' Therefore, the groups who cal{l,j)atgTied agaH:rst ,female" l 
say that he did not force hi$ wife to undergo the test, Now,. foeticide cannot 'remain complacent. They must coTit'inue ' 
in ottr society, what ,is the wife going to say? Of co1:1rse,. sJ::ie tl}eir campaign raisirig their origii;ia!l demands '!ike .·abolishi:Tig 
herself wiH come for\Vard to prove that she was. not ,ttBder pre.~natal d!~~nosjs ii}- th~ priyate sector, a.~soluteJ rotectioi:r 
co·mpl:llsion. Feminists alld tlieir supporters wei;e fighting to the victim w6m~n: aTid so on. T'hey mast, whHe going ·to 
against the government ,to save the woman wlio is a vicHm the-masses with those demands, aiso dema:nd ameTidment?G 
of ·the patriarchal system. This.bill makes the victim a .in tihe biM. If the biitf is made:;: a law -without -demanded 
crimi~al who ·will have to serve upto three years in priscm. - changes, the campaign' must be coatin,w!lµi the same time, . 
This is an otttright· anti-woman provision. The earlier . : · - · · . . · · _..- - . (Co~t_d Pl!· p,pge 98)· 
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beconie stronger. ln order to promote a particula« brand of in.en.ta!! ,in.stitutio.n.s are tfue. most cons·i~tent ~oJ\a,~ors. ·~it, , 
a. ,dr,wg company, do.dots prescrjbe medicines to their · medicaf ethics and yet t1he medicat co,andi1 and couets nave: 1

'· 
patients, which'are,~it~ert>f.no-Use.°of .are,p'a'.tently, harmfuk . ibeen. b'esiitan:t and\unwi,l:fing·to ta.,ke any •action .• · 
'Fhe tretnentlbuit7htiki 1:1h1i~. 'd~~·g-.\ndustry·,over·'.the ·heaith &·: • h1 ·: th~ Bh op'al1 c4%,-'1,he. govern,t£elil~t \i,Jcti '.i;t;·_'.researcfa, · 

· tare system 1J 6Ui' 'c<lUhtrJi w;;s recently br.oughi to 1ight-·b~ :_: instit1;.1tions. 'ha,te."eHectively'ktppr·;ss.ed ~Ill rnedic.;i. j,ra,~orma; 
l~e Leilliil tiffimissioJ!. -~I\otp.:er ex~mple p( •th~ i:iroliferir- .. ti9n ,per_t~iti;in.gJ~ ti1~ ~fter;e~~f 'Mic. a,~~:the_tteat- 
:tion ofuseless.and.s'purio.i:ll;'.drugs ,tn the fact.rha; more.than·~, ment to:.be·giveH to ,the•V,icti,ms. Fm example, t:fuo.l!l1g•m tfue .11, 
20,000 kinds of non-;.presti)ption <lrngs are·o; saie.0ln t~e :'h1dian..Cotncil qf.MJ;!dica!Researeh~(ICMR)pi'escriibed mass _ :"'; 
Indian.market: ~OS_~ pf _"1?hich·afeJ1.Q~;~~~e1?-f!~! ap.Q.~!U)9l)t 2J . 

0

d~t-0xi fita,tt<; A< ._ti5 't~e• '. ~!ct_i!!ls; '.: b~- 1Hj:C.~!,1~g '. sodi1ui:n.~ ~ 
per cent of ,them spurious. As against this, -the WHO has -thwsulphate, the rJ'led,1caI.comman1ty u1 Bhopabi,gl}_ored tfu1s 
prepared a check llst, of oniy 200'. essentiir arugs, 'fhougn • reeo_mmendation: ··-~:i:- . - . ··: · • • · · <· • 

"the 1nedicafocounc~l·~:s:fully a~a.r~ ~ th~:u~~!h!~aI;?~Jft~~Jl_ ?::'=t~71~~;i s[i;fiyic ictv~ice~ in the fi~tdi,r reproduction. 
of d. actors prescr.1brng drugs kn.own- lo .~.e .har-mfUI, an6 l1•·:-•'><wn1""··:.1·t ·· ,i: cu,.'"" ·u. 1.·.11· b.. . '·CVB/\ .. ·11· · . . _ • , .. _ • .•. ~. ,. ,, .. ;• _ - ,J • 11.e c111a! oeer,1 es1~i.:1::1:1~no,:i; .. 1-' 1 : 10psy, , . tare ca rng~mto · 
use.les. s1 why. has·t. he cbUtlt1l.n.t!t prosecuted the .tlncti!lrs afiu · 'ali'es·t~1-.,.,. tbe· uu ;·1· • · .• ._ . d' · .. I' . . f · d~ ·1· t.h, "'h · :t, • · · l h .... u, .. ·t h"'· : ,J' .. ~.-,. ·'l 1, .. • - ••• • • .,, · • un · a p1'11' osopuy,an .Na ,.a~s o. me 1ca · ~ .. 1cs. 1r , ose~_ 
m .. ore1mpo·tt···.antys·. ·Owu1no·t·e .. me.ai.ealc.bun.s,1 .. -navepo\\'.ers ·t·e'c·i.~·1·q··'es·w·h· n'•we· ~ • ··t~·' ct·•. t"' n.'t··. ct·" ·•· 5; ... , · . , -~-, • .... , • .;. . .. , ? • ._ ,' ~I!!::- "1 •'1C;, ,re•mean_ ,0°;'~<SC;;e,~ e!C• ei;Qfffilde 
to m1ti~te ?r~.ceed1_n~s aga1fl!.t tlrli,g: ~~~p.ame~.: -~... - . - ~re now: be!'tjg witle_lY·ti~e~, f~r s~xcdefeMniriatibi;i.,N6t a single_ 
J'he l!e_se~rch estabhsfumen.t, .b.o_t~ pnvate,ang_gov~r?ment, • 'd'o'ctor has been prosecilited by the medica1! .coun.cil. 

also collaborate w:ith drug_fuiili:i:aation~ls. in con.ducting ~.~~~:-::-•: ·-~:-:.,.:., ..;:=•c.<> ~- , • ; • ~.7' >:=-- 
hm:nanttials, HUmfifi.expertm~ntation by the medi~a-j ·¢o"iu: • : These a_re:1wft f~w ~ft~e:e~amples whJ:!!~ ~ot 0~1l,,docto.rs 
Jiiuii1ty }s justified on, tfue,groµnd thl:it s~cJ:i tdals_a;(.e for (he bw~ .. ~e-t~r~m,~~n.J. •l;nstJtt~t)•Ons .,ll_a\;~ flagra!'}t!Y V-1~~ ,~fue 
benefit of jlumanitr- ,:For:ex/lmple,-experfm~{lt~t{on_ '.b}i- ad~ !~/an:oµ~. ~n..ter,!'l~t1?.1:1.a:1 ~:nq n~p,ona! c~des; ~iid-y_et po Hung 
ministedilg injectable ~ontracepti~e'Net-pen:~ whf <;n.h'as t1pt:. :has t1_e;~. dol'!e a?a. the. me~hcal system. ~~mtmues to devour 
been proved'. as ,a.safe dtug is being.condUetetl. on•several <- a:IJ~ .,,!Ilaliffi' ;;t.Jarge r:1'Umber .. ?.f p~O•I?~.',.- ·• ·~ •• ~·-~. 
thousands o'f indian. W.QQl~ri. ~lib a~~ 5eing:w.ied as gu(ri.eil :~ ~~ flfu-;;fe11t

0 

to,~li,i'~frtr;:mfili'cal ,p;c{,~ja,hJ1,1hoFi1t9trn 
pigs without their inf9t1!ted1 CQns·ent .. T~ese',trtaiS'.~te b~i:n·g t9 propfr;·sta1;1dards ~g.f•medic~,I care wiM clejjend tp·a·l~rge 
,initiated by the go:vemment's~famiJy planning-programme. ~;clegr~e-tm., tlie:de~el6!3itleill ~f ,t}i~ pl!itiliiiawarerte,ss of the. 
The Helsinki Deel~ration cJea,ly ~tates tha{1to tes~~ shoftl~ ,~~ .ls§U~;;TIJ.e hasi1, !'.tiles 0tif"sociafcofi.duWea'Jl, b:e ·ensur~d orai\y 
be cond~cted on_);ianfan. ~beings UJJless th~y at~ proVefi t~ .be , \ if t~e- pub!fc •ma;~tains ~ co'rf~tartt and ·vi_gifilii,t ~eye. dti: t½e '\. _ 
safe and. w,it~~!l.f :o~~aining;.tl!~ in.fcirl)l:e~--d0ns~fit :et Jb.e :·~do~toi's iffparticu1Jar.~~d,tlie fonctipn.}n.g oftfue:1h~~ith, care~/{\ 
person oruweyem tfue.exp~i;imentation ~is to _be done. :The Net- \i- system in :gen.eta!. 1;i Is, e'nf¥"theii, tM~l life atiel6Fs \vifil ,iSe fSfc- ;, 
ten tests ar!;! in clear violation of this declaration.. The .govern- 'ed to abid~ ·by tiie·higfiesi'sHttl'datHs fur medical gfaetiee:, 

_,.,. .. -./~ .,,. ,:;, ;•.;_., • • !"8 ::ii,;;- "'':>1·"'-.::i.,. ~~ .... --~ ~.::.~_ c_ -·-· • ,.-·~·._4!-~'!>-:-9-. ; :~ •; .. ~ .. :-:, . ..., t.,::~ 

(Contd }rQm page 87F- . · · -: · .•. ,. ·. ,. • · ··' . . 
:.- • ' <~-:--" :-.- . > • ~ - • ., ~ •• ~~ ~-~--.,;,,,_,- ~·.,, • ~ • • 

selective .aboition of female foetuses could continue ·. · ·. . • --· · . 
unaba:t~d. The callous' ana- 15lafant attitude of the medical ? ; • -._,-· - ·=··: - J ~ ' ...... : ; ._. 

·profession ,to~~rds ~fuj_s~que~tii~· ~~~·b:JHustfaied_t~ro,u~t~ .• •, .• • • . ·'S"CIENC"E ,s~rfutJURE· ... 
a fl:ont-pagc ·advertis~ment ;a~pearmg )fi O!\~ pr ~~e ~ttys. : ·• ·: ,Edited'!by·tes·be~ldow · u - ::. 
eveningers bai:eJy five ;d1:l'fS ,rt(':r th~ Maharashtra~~ove~I:}.,. · • , ·:. i:. · : .. , .. _-· ... · . . . : .• -~" " . 
ment's tfiu_~hant'decl~rat_io~ of inteii(ot1, ~llci\W~.ry !, ·T.fu~._:, . • ! : .. : : P~llttcal foJce~~,shape:~ci~nce a.~~: 
advertisement read in botd. type, "Boy or Oirl?, Gontacr. :: ; , : · technoJogy:.the ;practitioners', .the • 1 

' 

clinic'.' A p,ropo;id fogislahon tfuat.wiiJ1,.:in, aUJikelihood l?.an . • . • 1 

, • ~€search: gU@sf!oiis,Jl\e 1fonceptua(; i ( 
such blatant adverti~ing did not.deter the,doctor,c~mple-of-. ·.ffamewor-ks,:tHMIJni:I.Hig:,lfistltUtloiis , I •• 

fering_sex dete.rn.nning faciliqes. ·11:1:rmst not ~.e forgotte~t~at,_'· . · •• }~at~~~~otij~~rt~ln dl~e,ctl?ns,,and1 :i; , ·· 
thoqgh gusbed0mto .a cgi:ner on se~er~l occasrons,~the m.edi:cal. . , tfle offtc!al hlst~ry-of their prog~~ss. · , 
pi:of~Jsion-ret:u~e~ ~o "t~~e -~rre~fu~eal staI?? be~~r; tp.e ~~v,ern; ••.. , : . :· T~ cont~ib(ito~s·,to ,thls:boliettion:". i : 

~ent_;s declar,at10~ ~f brmgmg m·s~~h ·!~g1sl~tio_n;. ~par_t f!Om . • take' up, severnl ,examples: 'Social! 
the .high level, of V1g1lan.ee, a f::Q~m:itmen.t from an,amb1valen.t , , 08 .... ·,.1- m, th· · .. c. - h · ~n·1- ,,- • · · · · · d · 'L.' f. . •• ,n.h,,S 1 .. e. ol'ef Can 
~!;!d1c~l pr~fess1on, _fa~e • w1~h. ti,do:s. 0 , q,e~ck_ comm.er~ . f{evqlutlon\ .dlaiectical1:bi.ology.; the • '1 
c1al gams, 1s a mwst. . . • . . • • • .exp.orfof 1hazatds; nucleaf politfcs in,._: 
(Contdfrom page 90) Yugoslavia, thetufihel1vision ·of, ,the. "J 
the growps sfuould utiiJise ih~ ~;~~:e:· ~~1iii;bl~- to participate •. sociology of-soletite, andthe.'llves,of· ·.! 
in .the implemen.tation.. piocess>in order to expose the.. ,. famous, ~gientlsts. -.; 1 

,. 

hollown.ess of the biU. · • "' ' · - . · · Radical Science Ser,ies ,no. 20 · 
The medica1.establishment had earlier· argue.d that a law '... ·. £5.95/$7.5p.:t1'orn: .• 

would force female foeticide undergr-ound. Now·,they have, " 
,i,n. coHaboraUolil ~Vit~ the govefnm1ent, brou:ghi a :}aw···w·h.iich · ~ 
can par.Ua\lly keep fema!le foeticide above ground, with'in Hie 
purview ·ofl~w. There is nq,alternative bl:lt w con.tinu!;! strug- _. 
gle aga,inst :the medica:\ practice of female foeticide. · 

.....r'l~'{" ~:1 
.-1.. 

This Bill has been passed in the Maharaslma Assembly wirhour any 
significant ame.ndment in April ,(.988}. 

a, ... •.·.· .. ''Bf.• .. · :Frne·A·s~.ocia.Hon•Bo. oks -~·n 26 Free.grove R0ad 
· . ·.· · l0mdon1Nii'.'9RQ 

I. 
I 
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