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Dear Mr. Bateshwar Prasad Singh,

£ 14th August and 3rd September (which, on
1nap;§:::n1:::;?;:t to be the same letter) have been placed
before me oa my return to Bombay firom abroad a few days back.

» regret to note that your letter contains a series of
zinltitqnnns- for which there is no basia whatsoever and I
deny every statement which has not been -:g:;zaly aedmitted in
my letters or the relevent records of the y of which copies
have been fuirmished to the Raja Saheb of Ramgarh.

%. The circumstences in which the c¢redit was opened by Raja
Bahadur of Ramgarh and the assietance given to him in meeting
his reguirements are recorded in a series of resclutions of the
Parlismentary Sub-Uommittee end Parliamentary Poard of the
Party snd 1 do not propose in this letter to set them out all
over again. These gaots are well known to Raje Saheb snd form
part of the minutes which have been approved, from time to time,
without any obiontion on his part as & member of the Parliamen-
tary Sub-Committee and the Parliementery Board. The allegation
that the credit was opened in the nsame of Raja Ssheb becsuse
the Party could not open an overdraft account or that the Raja
Saheb lent his name ie denied.

4. In so far as the issue that you reise in your letter avout
payment of interest is concermed, there again the position is
quite different from what you have attempted to meke out. It

has throughout been clearly underatood that the interest on the
entire loan wzs to be paid by the Raja Saheb to the Bank as the
1liability for the loan waa entirely his and the loan was oOpened
for hia benefit. When the mat-er came up for discussion nt the
meeting of the Parliamentary Sub-Committee on 14th March 1962

in Bombay, the arrangement wmade was recorded im the minutes which
were approved at & later meeting. It was clesrly gtipuleted that
the Raja Saheb had not only tc pay the balanee of Re.1,20,000 but
also the interest that had accrued on the loan. The Raja Sahebd
had sgreed to pay off vhutever wae dae from him to the in a
short time. The minutes furtker lay down that, 1f such repayment
was not made by the Raja Saheb, the monthly instalment of Rs.20,000

would continue %o be paid on the Raja Seheb's beh
amount of Rs.2,80,000 was ezhauatodf 8 behalf until the
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. On 19th April, I wrote to the Raja Saheb drawing hie
ittention to the decision of 14th March of the Parliamentary
Sub-Committee and requesting him to let me know when he
proposed to repsy Rs.1,20,000 along with interest on the loan
80 that arrangements could be made to repay the balance of
the loan in the manner that had been decided by the Parlia-
mentary Sub-Committee. I also informed him that in the
meantime, monthly payments of Re.20,000 would coatinue. No
reply was received from Raja Saheb to that letter,

6. You will thus see how baseless are the statements you
have made in regard to the liability for the payment of interest.

7. It is noted that, while you keep on repeating that Raja
Saheb will pay whatever is due by him, you give no indication
of the date when such payment will be made,

8. This is to inform you that the final payment of Rs.20,000 .

in respect of the month of October 1962 was made on behal? of

Raja Saheb on October 5. Since the amount that he wished to be

spent in that menner and which the Party agreecd %o pay to the

ﬁ:&ﬁn ?11; be:a%:t has E;gn ;nlly erﬁgged, will you please note
W not be posaible for her payment t

to the Bank on his Mpﬁalffmthia?end? . ¥ Wiy

Yours truly,

(M. R. MASANI)
General Secretary.

Thakur Bateshwar Pras

209 Floor, S A
taran A

calcourza 13, o gl i



9th Oectober, 1962,
REGISTERED A/D

Dear Mr. Bateshwar Prasad Singh,

Your letter of l4th August and 3rd September (which, on
inspection turn out tc be the same letter) have been placed
before me on my return to Bombay from abroad a few days back.

2. I regret to note that your letter contains a series of
misstatements for which there is no basis whatsoever and I

deny every statement which has not been expressly admitted in
my letters or the relevent records of the Party of which copies
have been furnished to the Raja Saheb of Ramgarh.

3, The circumstances in which the credit was opened by Raja
Bahadur of Ramgarh and the assistence given to him in meeting
his requirements are recorded in a series of resolutions of the
Parliamentary Sub-Committee end Parliamentary Doard of the
Party and I do not propose in this letter to set them out all
over sgain. These facts are well known to Raja Saheb and form
part of the minutes which have been approved, from time to time,
without any obéection on his part as a2 member of the Parliamen-
tary Sub-Committee and the Parliamentary Board. The allegation
that the credit wes opened in the name of Raja Saheb because
the Party could not open an overdraft mccount or that the Raja
S8aheb lent his name 1s deniled.

4, In so far as the issue that you raise in your letter about
payment of interest is concerned, there again the position is
guite different from what you have attempted to make out. It

has throughout been clearly understood that the interest on the
entire loan was to be paid by the Raja Ssheb to the Bank as the
1iability for the loan was entirely hies end the loen was opened
for his benefit. When the matier ceme up for discussion at the
meeting of the Parlismentary Sub-Committee on l4th March 1962

in Fombay, the arrsngement made was reccrded in the minutes which
vere approved at s later meeting. It was clearly stipuleted that
the Raja Saheb had not only to pay the balance of Re.1,20,000 but
also the interest that had accrued on the lcan. The Raja Saheb
had agreed to gay off whatever wes due from him to the Bank in a
short time. The minutes further ley down that, if such repayment
was not mede by the Raja Sabeb, the monthly instalment of Rs.20,000

would continue to be paid on the Rajm Szheb'
amount of Rs.2,80,000 was exhauatedf e

0002



P,

-2 -

5. On 19th April, I wrote to the Raja Saheb drawing his
attention to the decision of 14th March of the Parliamentary
Sub-Committee and requesting him to let me know when he
proposed to repay Re.1,20,000 along with interest on the loan
80 that arrangements could be made to repay the balance of
the loan in the manner that had been decided by the Parlia-
mentary Sub-Committee. I also informed him that in the
meantime, monthly payments of Rs.20,000 would comtinue. No
reply was received from Raja Saheb to that letter,

6. You will thus see how baseless are the statements you
have made in regard to the lisbility for the payment of interest.

7. It is noted that, while you keep on repeating that Raja
Saheb will pay whatever is due by him, you give no indication
of the date when such payment will be made,

8. This is to inform you that the final payment of Rs.20,000
in respect of the month of October 1962 was made on behal? of
Raja Saheb on October 5. BSince the amount that he wished to be
spent in that manner and which the Party agreed to pay to the
Bacnk on his behalf has been fully expended, will you please note
that i1t _will not be possible for any further payment to be made
to the Bank on his behalf from this end 7

Yours truly
ne & M M
= (M. R. MASANT)
General Secretary.

Thakur Bateshwar Prasad Singh, M.P,
Top Floor, : X

22, Chittaranjan Aven
oalourts 13 o



