Swatantra Party

CENTRAL OFFICE

PHONE 851-!24
Grams: SURAJYAM

When replying, please quote our Reference No. . AN na e . s
Pk A
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Tou w11l reoall thet azmmamormcum
Porliament xy Board In New Dolhd on anust 29, we discusced
cortein mattors sonseoted with the Momopolies and Trade Praoc-
tioen 111,

o I encleooe tho Mlevant extragt from the Minutes ui’ that
neeting for your attmiion and sctiom at the appropriate time.

With kind recards,

Yours slncarely,

HE %

(2. C. Cooper)
Aeting CGenexel Socrotury

hﬁa.. tl G. m. H’.
4 Swleri Bagh Road
Hiew Delhi.
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CC » Mr. M, R, Masani, MP,
143 Malntna Gandhi Road, !
Dtmhﬂ.y :

With reference to Bhis letter of August 28, 1969




XS

. «ne Minutes of the Central Parliamentary Board

_.d in New Delhi on Aumst 29, 1969,

" Mr, Dandcker then referred to e letter he had recelved from
Mr, M, R, Masani, Deputy Loader of the Party in Parlisment, oconcerning
certaln developments relatin; to the Menopolies and Restrictive Trade
Practices Bill which was now before Lok Sabha.. Specifically,
Y¥r, Hasani drew the attention of the Board to the fact that lMre. C. C.
Desai, who was one of the Party's nominees on the Select Committeo
of Parliament which considered this Bill, had gone on record as hold=-
ing and expounding views which were didgetrically opposed to those

of the Party. From the published procecedings of the Select Committee
it was evident, wrote Mr, Masani, from the way in /which Mr, C. C,
Desedl had spoken that "it was not & matter of putting questions te
witneoces for drawing them out, which would bYe the proper thing for

a membor of the S8clect Committee to do, Thease were: flat statements
of opinion put to the witnesses which could not and sheould not have
come from a member of our Party!, Ascording to Mr, Masani, the
effect of thoge questions (put by Mr. C,C.Desai) upon the members

of the Committee and upon anyone who read the evidence would be extre
mely injurious to the Swatantra Party. Though Mr, Desai had ~t &.
later stage put in a Minute of Dissent which was troadly in line with
Party's degicion, that could not undo the mischief that d been done
and which was on record. Mr, lMasani's letter was noted.hit wag
decided that, whem the Bill came up for discussion in the Lok Sabhe,
the Leagér of the Party's Group should ensure the proper presentation
of the - Party's point of view by the Leader or the Deputy Leader or
some other MP nominated by the Leader." g



