My dear Jain,

There ie one question which his been sugges’
hould put in regard to the poeition of Central Cover
ou!:loyna in Gujirat, most of whom voted for me i1 -

which T would like to get into propor shape and th

1 enclose the queai;ion n dr thc pu'ty who hag
suggested it, ;

Would you kindly in consultation with the Sec 1t
put 4t in proper shape and send me the question in propli- rorm/
for slgnature, so that it may be tabled ? 1 want thia 5
:licltlon to be tabled in my name and not in that of nn,vcnl

ae, ;

Yours sincerely,

Enos Que ation (M.R.Masani)

‘r! l-!'-‘lill'

Swatantra Party Parliasmentary office,
53, North Avenue,

New Delhi.



QUES TION

n) What stepe have been taken by Central Government tn emforee upc
Gujarat Government to implement decis ons of 2nd qu Gunlllhw;”
gion' s report and whether any assurance has been given by the
gujarat State to finalise this question and whether the idea of
@xg Centril Government is taking effective steps to setile the
matter with Gujarat State within stipulated period.

(b) Whether the Central Government has taken effective steps to
remove disparity in payment of dearnmess allowance where the Central
Pay Commiseion's recommendations have not been implemented.

(e) T™e Central Government servants working in Gujarat before the
mixing of their D.A. in pay were getting much dearness allowance
than the Gujarat state servants. Maharashtra State inereased
dearness allowance of R8.10/- for 1-5-1960 but Gujarat State
instead of 1=5=60 gave incrcase from 1-10-1961, i.e. after 17

months. Whether the Central Government has taken steps %o know
reasonsg from Gujarat State for this dispartive treatment to two
states formed from new reorganised State of Bombay. Whether the

Central Government is contemplating to remove the dicparity of

dearness allowance in Gujarat tate when facts stand that Cujarat
{ ) State claims central a sistance in payment of dearness allowance

in some cases.




