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My dear Rajaji,

I wrote to you yesterday in a hurry as Munsghi®e
letter came in just before ‘he office was closing.

Since "thnn I have given further ‘hought to the .
matter and the more I think of it, the more clear 1 :m that
there should be no change in our decision or ite irplemen ta-
tion.

You will remember that it was after considerable
debate that we decided on immediate action and publieation
of our decision on a major political issue, as it was realised
th .t later the dispute ofer the jeep oredit, which woulé come
to a head on the Rajasaheb's return to India, would obscure
the issues of principle between him and us and make it look
as Aif it 1c a quarrel over moneye.

- The re of courtesy that Munshi advances are
obviously not the igive oness It is quite clear from his
letter to me that what he wants is to e¢limb down and patch
the whole thing up, since he says,*Such a serious step should
be discussed in his presence and after knowing his reactions”.
It is obvious that thie reflects a definite intention %o
resile from the decieion already taken.

' Another issue that arise: is how the work of any
Party or organisation can be carried on if decisions are taken
in a meeting attended by a dozen people after thorough cone
sideration and debate, various points of view are reconeciled,
and then a member sitting somewhere in India develops second
thoughtsof eold feet, and wants the whole process undonge-
over the head of a formal decision taken by a limb of the Party.
A decision taken by a Joint Meeting of the two bodies can
obviously be modified only by another meeting. No organisation
ean be run if the vageillations of individuale are to determine
policy. This is the second time that Nunshi has sugrested

backing out of e decisiong tak aft 8
v g 7 en er dicscuselon and

1 am saying all this because, while T feel
ﬁﬂ r:h::t‘sg owndr:*z'ctiana in thise mat%cr. you may, iﬁn;nur
ommodate Nunshi'e point of vi -
wards, not %o appear to be rig:lg. b o o 5 e

1 am anxiously awaiting a word from
subject, =0 ‘that further action miy be planned %2?‘032 ‘.?hi:ave



o e

on the morning of the 17th.
Yours elncerely,

(M.R. Masani)

Mr. C. Bajagopalaghari,
60. Baglu Road,

T'Nagar,
padras 17.

P.Se« Punnily enough, after this letter was dictated, comes
' a commmnication from Ir. B.N.Singh, the Rajah's brother ;
asking us to remove the 'arliamentary Party's O0ffice
and ourselves from 40, Canning Lane which, as you know,
was obtained for this purpose as a result of your talk
with the Rajalj of Ramgarh in Bombay. Thie is yet
another straw indicating that it is the other mide
that 1s on the war-path and that apreasement will not

pay.



