February 21, 1964

Hy dear Deoji,

Thank you fery much for your letter. I am cbliged t. say
that the question of the Party's attitude in regard tc the pattern
of plenning sdopted by tle Government, especieily in regard to the
Comuittees thot were being formed here at the Centre and also at
State level, was discussed in cur Parliamentery Board a long time
ago and it was decided that we should not cooperste with those
Comnittess because we would not like to commit ourselvas either
directly or indirectly to the pattern of plancing followed by the
Government and nll thst follows from it by way of policy. It was
in purs.ance of this decision th-t Ar. fiasani at the Centre :nud some
of cur [riends at the Utate level were mdvised, when they wgre asked
to join these committes, mot tu sccept the proffered memberaidip of
these comaittees.

%hen Ar. Bhagat invited me to tske part in informml dis—
cussions with him and the Deputy Chairesn of the Planning Comuission
and its other mecbers, I thought 1 wouid be doing the ri !t thing by
declining that invitation In pursuance of the carlier decision, but
1 find now that i could heve dons better if 1 had taken our Lxecutive
Comsittee slso intoc consultation before I decided in that way so that
1 could have felt further strengthened by the advice of the sxccutive
Committee, 4 would certainly boar your observations in aind four oy
guliance in future in regard to such satters.

Regerding your gquestion whetber we stould adcpt the sause
attitude regarding other Committees sod bodies such as Block Committees,
Jilla Farishads, etc., 1 do sot think the smalogy holds since these
are administrative bodies and not expected to take decisions on policy
matters which may commit us to positions incompatible with cur Party's
position regarding Planning.

Yours sincerely,

shri P.K.Deo, H.P.,
hew velhi,

( M. G. RAKGA)
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