July 29, 1964.

My dear Rajaji,

1 have received from Mr. Dahysbhai Patel copy of a letter
dsted July 26 to you and July 27 to Prof, Ranga.

The point of these letters ie that he wishes a meet of
the Parliamentary Board or the Central O eing uo“-:lttu o be
onlled betwemn nmow and the mee of Parliament on September 7
to diecuss the food ocrisie and 4 e the Party's line, I had a
talk with Dahyabhai on the telephone a couple of days ago whem I
was in Delhi on this matter, and whem I pressed him to suggest
what new action he proposed bofond the exoellent resolution on
'FJood Seareity and High Prices', which wae adopted by the General
Council only a few weeks ago, he had mo -ngution to make beyond
saying that we might consider the tabling a mo-confidence
u'{tu againet the Government, When I pointed out to him that
50 membere were required to rise in their seats in support of such
a motion, his proposal was that we may join hamnds with the Jam

s S8P and Prakash Vir Shastri's Group in tad smich 2 motion
on the op day as was done in lugust last year after the
Amroha and kot by-elections. I told Dahyabhai that I would
discues thie matter with you amd Prof. Ranga in correspondence but
that, in the le, he should ascertain the possibilities of
such cooperat forthooming before we went and called a meeting of
the nature he desired., 1 pointed out to him that our food policy
wap diametrically opposed to that of the 5P and other discontented
elements in the country and that a no-confidence motion might only
lead to a head-on collision between ue and our co-gponsors thus
strengthening the Congreses Government's socialist tendencies.

Apart from Dahyabhai's inmitiative, I too have been feeling the
need for a dimcussion with you, if mot with other senior members of
our Plrt{ before the session of Parliament. Quite apart from the
burning issue of food and prices, other issues are likely to come up
during thie seselon, such as relations with Pakistam and Kashmir,
the ceagefire in Wagaland, which is a good th but whioh ie invi
8 considerable amount of emiping from the chau istes and the propos
3111 makéng 1t a pemal offence to advocate secession, which the Home
Minister proposes to imtroduce. I feel that the Parliamentary Group
will need guidance from the Party leadership as represented in the
Parliamentary Board, if we are %o make sure that it does mot tend to
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raile in some of these iseues. I would, therefore,
rﬁ:?nt:; m:uu in suggesting a meeting of the Parliamentary
Board.

Assuming that a meeting of the Parliamentary Board is to
be called, the date and vemue become relevant. Prof. Ranga is
going to be in Delhi on September 6 and I would heve suggested
a meeting on that day but unfortunately I have gone and made
comm!tmente in Calcutta. Ve consider meeting in Delhd om
that day but only if you feel 1ike it, we shall asx you to
undertake this journey. A meeting of the Parliamentary Board in
your absemce is framkly, pointless. As for my engagement in
Oalcutta, I can onﬂ; canoel théd and return to on
morning of the 6th. ledse let me know if you can reach Yelhl
on the evening of the 5th from Madras. In that event, I would
suggest youjetaying on in Delhi for a couple of days after the
6th to talk to our members and meet a few other people in Delhi.
The Swatantra Club will, no doubt, jump forward to have you deliver
a public addreess faf Sapru Hall.

The only altermative would be to meet in Madras somewhat
earlier, in ch case, I would suggest Tuesday, September 2 as &
convenient date as, I am afraid, I am otherwise booked up elsewhere
both before and after that date till the 6th. Would you prefer us

to meet in Madras on the 2nd? I will await your et
further in the matter. . y reply ore moving

Yours mﬂr.l’ »
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(¥. R, Mapani)

Nr. C. Rajagopalaghari
60 Baglulish Rosd,
T'Nagar,

¥adrae "7.

C«C. to Prof, Rmn.
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