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Doar and revered Sri Aney,

Your letter of March 17. I note that yom have advised o
different vorme for the Swotantra Party Cenvention as Nrgpur
is not ewitadle. I maderstand the difficulty end approciato

yonr advice.

About yowr joiuing the Smtoatrs Purty, I regrot we actaed
on yonr last very eclear letter ond fool embarassed hy your

prosent, heait ticn.

. The Swatantra Party did not 23 a porty give ony suppord
to the Akalis for tho feommntion of o Punjabi Seba. T porsonally

exprossed the viow thet the clain was just. But throngbout and
up to date the Party ie not committed to that view end this has
been made cloar.

It is alse wrong to supposc thot the Party fdentified iteelf
with the % claim. The Party has nover dene or said anything to
engourage thot elaim. Wo wrised to gotl sumo adjostaments of seats
to he contested in Madras se as to aveid triangulor conteats
which may load to uneurned advantage to the Congress candidates.
Dut this attompt failed, and we opposod sne another in many
places. On this point you may reat completely satisfied.

On the Noag-Vidarbho question, yeu know (he Swetantra Party
hag se far not expressed any opinion ome way or the ether. It
is open to you to convince our Party in course of time to take o
positive attitude. We are of course not agninst it and we would
pormit individual membors to hold and exproessfpinion and take

oxy logitimete stups for premeting it.

it appeers to me that taking all things into account and
espoeially in view of tie publicity givem already to your
Joining us, it would be o misfortuse if you mow withdraw. I

suggest that you may join us at lesst as an associate member
not as o full member) in the Parlismentary sn:mt:u.l"aﬁ,y. ™

Yours sincerely,

101, South Avenua,
Now ‘hlu-



