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www,ﬁmmuhmmtmmmu
Jana Sengh haye say such Jesire,
!Mﬁmmmuhhuudmwnmi
,I;Mawumunumu T™his is clesr fros the terms of the
nhﬂuﬁqmlhlnhy.n-hm“ﬂ the seoting
in Dalhi where, exoept ‘or Balraj Madhok, the otaer twe Jana Sangh
spokesmen kept on strvssing the need for jolnt achion and “ocesing
olessr together,” whils showing = marked reluctance to talk about serger.

There is also the editoris] srticle in the Unpulesy of Hay 31, 1969,
whieh conclusively ends up by esayimg that “Telitics is the art of the
posuible xod, in the Indism political context, &a alliance seems poscible
ut & serger Joes net.” In the same article a little ecarlier, the
frgeniser had given its wversion of what the various partiss stand row
a8 follows: m‘ h "E.'. standn Top m. the 5,.0.P. stands
for more seelalimm, the Jana Sangh ‘or petiovalise, the Jwstontps forky
Lor yroperty rights and the 5.6.0. fov, shall we say, Charan Siagh,.*

4.  Avove all, Vajpayee's absence from the Lelhi mecting is conclusive
evidence of the lack of sericusmess on the part of the Jamm Saagh, It

is Vejpayee's shosace frem the mesting on the first doy, sosely, May 26,
thet has to b clecriy understoed., The sesting oa that day had been
specifically fized %o emable him to Suke part im tue discusslons. He

¥as away sbroad during the esrlier mesting vhea Balra) Hadhot and others
wers present, The fut that Be chose to o all the way to Nubld for a
routine by-alection thare snd geve it more imjortance them the BeTger
falks shows quite clearly the mind of the ruling cireles in the Jana
damgh, The conelunion drosm bW ome of the gournils that cosmented on this
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Bengal, they had sotually gome along vith the Comsunists., Nore receantly, the .

of banning the Naxalite Comcunits. In the Delhi discussions, the Jana Sangh
spoketmen said that, while they were opposed to comsuniss, they were not

for banning the Tomcunist parties. Other instances are the Jena Jangh support
to the Lllegal strils of ‘he Ceatral Covernment esployess and ite support to
the abolition of the Memaging igency syrtea during the recent discussion om
the Companies Bill,

7. All this couid have besn overlooked 1f the Jama Sangh had shown a
desire to let btygones be bysomes and to readjust their sttitade. In the
light of the lutest developasats, however, no parpose would be served in
overlooking the considerable gulfl in sentiment apd feeling that exiats
betussn the two parties on the basic iseuss of Nodernim ve, obsourantism,

S nom-dememinational as oprosed 0 a commumal spproach, aad the abesence o &
consistent ep;onition to Statisa on the yart of the Jona Sengh. The 3
editorial of 31et May o net very far wrong when 1% asks ;*"Vhat has the
‘watantrs Party, which is secular apd sosmopolitan, in common vith the

Jans Cangh‘s cossumal snd chauvinistic peedtedonss g 2 ¢

8. n the controversy that bas developed sines the “elhi meeting,
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I fesl that mo purpose would be served in discussing with the
Juna Ssngh aaything short of merger because both pest experience ond

be sisleadiag and will, while stopping the Party from developing its own

present oirowsstances inold:te that sny such half-hearted steps will
organisation, yleld no positive or loug-term resulte,

In o far as the B.E.D, is comcerned, I think we should discuss
the question of merger with them wut, in the light of what has ks
umu.n.-t-m-:.utmuunuuww
hfmhhmuumh-wiuhmnlnmlmm'rp

into onse.

Yours simcerely,

(M. R. Nasani)

l‘h C. hﬁ’ﬂlm;
Neoro i Noad,
Chetput,

Badras 91,

Or. R. C, Cooper

Nr. N. Jandeker

arsirka



