@‘g‘ﬁrmiiﬁa@mm
aw%mam_mmgﬁvm_wﬁ
& m A fad @ & ¥ AR owR
&, #hew o dw W s g @ femrr

gV T g o & QW w Pl

wrw & fo o sove WO e |

E"T-“’f'f.@mﬁmiﬁ I oF

§ w fad s Wy & qq T
et qreew wT § ) @ wneX § fw
foark fawrr wf wwEw & awag AT
Tifgn wfe o @ W T
& oo A P & wr A ww S
¥ A & man ¢, fod s Y g
¥ 7g fawmr Bfy vaew ¥ g www
g wfig@ '

uw W W FEAT W g-2w
T IS T@E Y W@r - aEifeat
o7 € WY €, I F ey W A oy
21 o fod & =g § v aner agifeal
T HUN WAE W | FERY & 9%
ey WA W § w9
T W% T &, e 59k aw ow
T Jwy WG o A R ) ag ward
m—g‘& aff §h =fgd | ofw
¥ werw W Oy ¥ ford W ag ywl &
aqr aEAETT & faR o aed
§ | TA-Er W grAwEAT € @y
gT 7% aw wd wid, aveafaw w7 ¥
dur w9 Y WX 39 A T P

18.18 hrs.
CONVICTION OF MEMBER—contd.

MR. CHATRMAN: T have to inform
the House that the Speaker has re-
ceived the following. telegram, dated

funderg‘o siropte:” tumwnmt for -
.five days by the Mawﬂa, First

Class, Ujiain, " on’' the  1Tth Aprll, -
" 1973, for violating wction 3/7 ot ‘the
"Enentm Commodltiu Aet: -

18.19 hrs,
HALF—AN-xovR msctrssm

Iumorm FuUncTIONING OF Cmmt\

- SHRI SAMAR' GUHA '('Contail:
Sir, Calcutta telephone has received
not only unjust and unfair but even
step-motherly treatrnent at the hands
of the Government. My short com-
ment will be jusified by he gtatistics
given by the Government themselves.
Let me give comparative figures only
for Calcutta, Bombay and Delhi. In
1961 Calcutta had 73,600 telephone
lines while Bombay had 47,785 lines
and Delhi 32,400 lines. During the
Third Plan, Bombay had the privi-
lege of getting an allotment of 58,100
lines plus 30,000 imported, making a
total of 88.100. Delhi—28,700 and
13,000 imported, totalling 41,000. Cal-
cutta—only 20,300.

In the Fourth Plan Bombay had an
allotment of 92,000; Delhi 62,000 and
Caleutta—68,000. In the propored
Fifth Plan, Bombay will have an
allotment of 1,84,000; Delhi—T1,08,000
and unfortunate Calcutta only €9,000.

If you see the comparative figures
in terms of 1961 figure as the base, the
allotment increase for Bombay in the
First Plan was 187 per cent; Delhi—
128 per cent and Calcutta—no increase
in percentage. In the Fourth Plan,
Bombey had 197 per . cent increase:
Delhi—212 per cent increase. In the
proposed Fitth Plan, Bombay--381 per

cent; Delhi—338 per cent. ' About un-
fortunate Caltmth, 'nothlng tlum]d bc
mentioned. .

At presemt Bombny has 1.eaxmo, .
Calmttr—-l.ﬂ.m and Déhi »135 BY



