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o February 2, 1963.

My dear Rajaji, -
4 as there may mot be much time to talk things over in Bombay when you a&re

here, Itm;htlumlddmyuuh.nnoto-huvminrnmummmm@h
so that you nay have them before you start for Bombay.

2. While in Delhi I had long discussions with Ranga. He told me about various
things that had been happening in Delhi prior to my visit there, including a tea

in honour of HRemgarh which the Parliswentary Group gave. Before leaving Delhi,
1 met Dahyabhai Patel, our Akali friends in our Perlismentary Group and Maherani
Gayatridevi. As far as 1 could understand their mind, it was that, while an effort
should be zade to avoid & schism in Bihar, it should only be done in terms of
maintaining the Party's authority and preserving its prestige and integrity. fThis
view was more forcibly held by Paliwalji, Haja of Hankapur and Sardar Basant Singh,
who elso saw me while I was in Delhi.

e On returning to Bombay, I finally settled with Munshi the Comments that are
now being circulated. These have gone out yesterday by registered -ost and your
own copy will reach you about the same time zs this.

4. The kaja of Ramgarh has been in Bombay. Ue had seen Munshi and Dandekar by
the time I arrived lhere and Parmanand Kejriwal and he called to see me here at my
office on January 31. He asked me what I felt should be done and I told him that,
since I had been accused in the Appeal made by his followers of quite disgraceful
conduct which would not entitle me to hold any responsible office in the Swatantra
Party, there was no point in my making any further suggestions aince my bona fides
were questioned. The only suggestion that I could make to him was that he might
have a talk with you before the COC meeting. So far as 1 was concernmed, his Appeal

and our reply wes being placed before the tribunal that he and his friends had chosen
and I wan prepared to submit to its verdict.

5 it was quite a friendly talk. I had told Kejriwal before he brought iamgarh
that I could not enter into any 'negotiations' or 'talks' (in the Prime Minister's

n:;xu] in view of the fact that the meeting of the Ueneral Council had already been
called.

6. .ﬁcconqu to Parmanand Kejriwal, in respomse to the latter's suggestion that
the Appeal should be withdrawn, Ramgarh said that, if after all lie was to carry cut

the Hadras decision, he did not see why he should also withiraw the A-peel. Ho might

as well allow it to be rejected by the General Council. Kejriwal pointed out that,

in that event, he could hardly expect oodwil 1 wi hor
b, 4 ; pect any g 1 from those with whom he would have

;;, 1d -ln Seikd, H.a.ng_a had t‘}l‘:} me that Reamgarh had agreed to his suggestion that he
m:d ,;ut tlimlf right by giving effeot lanediately to the Madras dcoision. HRanga
Urri:ntom .ihét -_\n.:_s:arh was going to call Baksl tu take charge of the Bihar Party

© a8 wencral Secretary and to co-operate with him in convening an early meeting
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' Executive appointed by us at Madras. Ranga also understood
:ia:h;:::nf? ::mnga g;' hispgieutamtn to withdrawithe Appoal end perhaps
apologise for the allegzations made against all of us. From what I can gather
She, frou Munshi, Dandekar and Kejriwal, Ramgarh did not mention to them his |
< roadiness to do anything of that kind; on the contrary, he has been attespting i
y to find out how b st he could evade doing soe

o' 8. While in Delhi 1 had requested Ranga to convey to you my own thoughts
in this mattter. 1 said that 1 had no desire to make this any kind of personal
. issue between myself and Ramgarh as the latter desires. The Party should not

be driven to any such cholce, but should act on the merits of the matteri

9. While in my political judgement it would be a good thing for the Party
if Ramgarh leaves it mow as the advantages, in the long term, outweigh the
disadvantages, 1 have no desire to force that view 0}{ my colleagues. I there-
\ fore told Ranga that if you, be and Munshi feld that we should not precipitate
a schism in the Bihar Party, I was quite prepared to bow to your collective
judgement on this particular point. At the same time, 1 was clear that,
whatever ha pens, there should be no further appeasement, since appeasement
' commencing with our ecceptance of the 'Bic,wla' as symbol had already led to *
a continucusly deteriorating situation in Bihar.

10. When Ranga asked me what 1 thought were the prerequisites of a sclution

* that would permit of Ramgarh remaining President of the Bihar unit, I said that
it should embrace the following three requirements: (i) Implementation of the
Medras decision; (ii) Withdrawal of the Appeal by those who had appended their
signatures to it, along with an express/of regret for the slandercus allsgations
made in it, or alternatively, the rejection of the Appeal by the General Counéils
and (111) a vote of confidence passed by the Jeperal Council in the Organising
Comnittee and Parlissentary Board, the Senior Vice-Presidént and the Generpal
Secretary. I told Ranga that, unless these three things were dome, I did not
see how it would be possible for the Farty's work to be carried on by tHose who
were at present in charge of the Party's affairs.

J
11. évi.u.g heard and seen what has been hap snne
pening in Bomb I am of the
] view a8 that which I had expressed to Ranga. e

12. I am sending Ranga = copy of this letter.

Yours sincerely,

Y-

Mr. C. Rajagopalachari : -

60 Bazlullah Rood, ( M. Ro MASANT )
Thyagarayanagar,

Madras 17,



