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fibre policy. This took consideraole
time and years later, GIIC was advis-
ed to revise its application and incre-
ase the capacity. The GIIC according-
ly submitted a revised app:ication for
an increased capacity. It is understood
that the matter is now pending with
the Planning Commission,

It has been represenied to the Gov-
ernment of India from time to tirre
that the GIIC has invested consider-
able amount of money for implemen-
tation of this project and has taken
all advanced preparatory steps includ-
ing the tying up of technical collabora-
tion. This project ig proposed to be
set up in Cooperation with a coopera-
‘tive society of powerloom weavers who
will be the ultimate beneficiaries of
this project,

The matter has been representied Ly
the State Government at various lev-
els from time to time, but so far the
project has not been cleared by the
Government of India. In view of the
above the proposal of GIIC be accep-
‘ted without further any declay.

(ii) NEED FOR SETTING UP OF A RAILwaAY
COACH FACTORY AT PALGHAT IN KERALA

*SHRI V. S. VIJAYARAGHAVAN
~ (Palghat): The State of Kerala is in-
‘dustrially very backward and the
Central investment in Kerala either
in the Railways or in other sectors
is negiigible. Industrial backwardness
has aggravated unemployment in the
State. Today lakhs of educated uti-
employed men and women are wander-
ing about looking for jobs and many
of them fall victims to unscrupulous
recruiting agents.

Against this background, the rlaim
of Kerala for a Railway Coach Fac-
tory is just and legitmate. There are
five railway workshops in Tamilnadu,
two each in Karnataka and Andhra
whereas Kerala has none, The State
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iGovernment legitimately hoped that
the new broad-gauge repair work-
shops for the Southern Zone would
be located at Palghat-Olavakot re-
gions. But the Government has de-
cided to set up this in Andhra Pra-
desh.

Now, there is a proposal to set upn
a Coach Building Factory. The Gov-
ernment of Kerala had promised land
free of cost and other infrastructural
facilities at cheaper cost. We have
got the skilled and unskilled labour
force and a steady supply of power
throughout the year. Apart from ihese,
the Government of Kerala is prepared
to extend all other required faciiities
for the Coach Building Factory.

Therefore, I would earnestly re-
quest the Government to locate the
proposed factory at Palghat.

(iii) DEVELOPMENT OF TOURISM DURING
THHE ASTADD AND ARRANGEMENTS FOR
TAKING FOREIGN TOURISTS TO BIHAR.

s war fR/g (i)
SUTeAE  HEglRy, A9 ofiars  @ad
g aw & fauw & & fag
g Ifee & AgaEyy €1 ™
gagx 93 wfoar & fafuys 2w F
fas1dY, IMF gAwIT TR 77 Afaq
WG AT | a9 at ag g &
fawg & fafwm Wit & o @ wgax
qT AN F WY FT HTAT 2 | R
FGEIT T @ GATUG FT G 99
F fau F¥ FgT TFT AQ @ e |
T AR 77 L2fean 71 faxto, g
goafeaa gred, 5%, S99, SIM
I FJaear F TS g | WG &
afafa-gerre gaTer gesfd &1 fawear
g | ¥ G FT AW T aF &
TR AFe FAT ARG § fF @
FIGL T qheA FT IR FA H
T g faww e v arfer wk

*The original speech was delivered im Malyalam.
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qieq e ¥ maws & & faRn
T fa9y @ @ | ag AW €3
QU T, AgEk 3 Afgar
fagrma &1 wfaurgq, araear, aefie,
greary wifs & foafwa & 1 qdeT
# fawm a3 cfmrd @@ gamg
F FIEL 9 Fel AWM F | qheT
fawm ox g 2w afew qyfa
€T Fo od@mr oaw fmit @ 1 o=
TIGL & a9 I F faoi #wfa-
forat # fage & g, ol s=_w
F M A A &I WX T FT
fame FEaEdr s Tifge |

(iv) NEED FOR DEVELOPMENT OF CIOTRA-
KUT TOWN FALLING UNDER THE JURIS
DICTION OF UTTAR PRADESH AND
MAEHYA PRADESH GOVERNMENTS.

ot UHATT gF (7T JUTEAE
TRew, faasz R /WM FT TF
wgeaqol uTfwe Uud arepias & g |
feagz ST SRy wed wd AEA
3w e F fge W oHar g 1 3@
™E 9T drEl g W F FA-
F ¥ A 1 9d, W 9% 39
W F I g {[GwEm qg P
aufeq aveme AG FArE TE @ |
M aq ¥ I WE AR TG 8,
g9 SUgad Ud AT ARl & | gEr
% f& #marmma & fau 8k-wre
qet w1 faator 4@ fear omm @
T qIT AT JAT T AR AT
gfaars@s 98 2 1 39 &« 1 9heT
e a8 fegr mr = f& =@
g ¥ 99dg ®WE Wi dRrKR A
3w | fRade F w1 9 arfam
# 7oy gfawrdl & afad fegr mar
g fF wzm endg mo @
W™ I Jfem R 1 fewwe fafaw
wee ¥ @ | uEr feufs § 3
&ER & & wiFse fHar e
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¢t f& faase F gativ f@sm {7
I RBW &I @ HeT 927
IR HT g gIA . HqeaLioAg
qifys<w @R Farqr 9@ faw &
fagne # wgfasaw  fawE TF
AT gl da |

(v) PRrROBLEMS OF RAILWAY EMPLOYEES OF:
STATUTORY STAFF CANTEENS.

SHRI BASUDEB ACHARYA (Ban-
kura): In pursuant to Supreme Court’s
Order dated 22-10-80, the Ministry of.
Railways through their letter (W) 81
Cm 21 dt. 22-5-81 and 8-6G-81 treated
all employees of statutory staff can--
teens and Eleven Delhi bound non-
statutory staff canteens (who were:"
the petitioners of SLP No. 4132/1980)
only as Railway employees and -axten-
sion of the benefit of Railway staff
was not made to all other staff can-
teen employees who were not only
similarly placed but also same equal
identical in gqualification, nature and
service conditions ets. Will the Gov-
ermment answer how on their behalf
the Joint Directors of Istanlishment
had submitted counter affidavit.in S/C
which challenged the prayers of ATR-
CEF on behalf of the vast majerity
canteen employees for equality and
equal protection in law. Should not
the Govermment{ act in a manner in -
obedience of Articles 14 and 16 of ihe
Constitution treating all the employees

.of non-statutory canteen alike at par

with those of fortunate 11 of Delhi
when there remains on difference of
distinction of character class
catagory? The Calcutta High
Court directed the Railwav Ad-
ministration to treat the Rail~
way staff canteen employees regular
Railway employee as far back as in
1974. The Order was Challenged by
Railway Administration by preferring
appeal in Supreme Court which not
only upheld the judgment of *he learn-
ed judges but very modestly remarked
“The decision of the Calcutta High
Court does not require to be interfer--
red with”. Then why not the recogni-
tion of the Railway ' Service to tha-



