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Dear Friend,

Re: Item Ne. 2 on the Agenda of the next meeting
of the National Exegutive in Madras on 31st
May - "Consideration of explanationa if any
received in reply to the Bhow Cause Notices
served on Mr. U,N. Mahida and 5 othars in
comnection with the biennial eleeticns to the
Rajya Sabha from the Gujarat State Assembly”,

B e
With reference to the above item on the agenda of the nekt
* meeting of the National Executive, I enclose herewith three asets
of the papers as set out belowi-
Set I.

(a) Charges framed against:-

(1) Mr. Natvarsingh Solanki, M.L.A,
(ii) Mr. Jamubhai Bhatt, M.L.A,
(i1i) MNr. Chunilal Vasave, M.L.A,

(b) Their explanations, and

(¢) The comments thereon of the Prssident, Gujarat State
Unit of the Swatantra Party.

Sat Il.

(a) Charges framed againsts-
(i) ¥, Chandrakant Parikh, M.LsA.

(v) His explanation, and

(¢) The corments thereen of the President, Cujarat State

Unit of the Swatantra Party.

Set I11.

(ﬂ) Charges framed aEinst 1=
(1) Thekere Saheb Chandrasinhji Jadejs of Dhrel, M. LoAs

(b) His explanatien, and
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SET I

(a) Ccharges framed against :

(1) Mr. Natwarcinh Solenki, M.L.A.
(1) Mr. Jamubhai Bhatt, M.T.A.
(111) Mr. Chunilel Vasave, M.L.A.

The charges against the above three gentlemen nre oinilar, vis:

"(a) That you proposed Shri U.N. Mahida for election to
the Rajya Sabha by the Vidhan Satha of Gujarst in
March 1968 despite your knowing that his candidature
did not have the approval of the Central Parliamentary
Board of the h:’ky-

(b) Tat you failed to withdraw the proposal and contimied
to extend active support to the candidature of Shri U,N.
Iahida -

contrary to the specific request made to you
in that behalf by the President of the Gujarat
State Swatantra Party in his letter dated
18.3.1968

- and -
in defiance of the decision of the Central
Parliamentary Board approving the eandidature
of Shri Babubhai Vaidya as the only candidate
of the Party for the said election,"
(b) Their Explanations, and

(c) The comments thereon of the President, Gujarat State Unmit of the
Swatantra Party :

(b) (1) Mr. Netwarsinh Solanki's explanation:

" 7 am in receipt of your letter asking me to show cause
why the Executive should not consider taking action
against me in regard to my actions in the recent Rajya
Sabha election from Gujarat State., In reply I will
have to state that although my actions mey have ultimsa-
tely resulted in an adverse result for the Swatantra
Party, my loyalty to the party remains firm and &y
motives, I hope, will be beyond question.

22.As for my actions, I sincerely feel that I have been
the vietim of circumstances and a peculiar sequence o.f_
events, At this delicate juncture I feel that I should
offer my explanation in & menner that will not cast any
aspersions on my colleagues and leaders,

3, With these sentiments in mind, I offer to you, by ¥y of
explanation,a chronological description of eventa £s they
occured before me, and leave you to judge my actions and
take whatever action you deem fit, which I hasten to add,
I sm prepared to accept.
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i) Upto about the 15th of Pebruary I wac under
the impression thet there were four seats vecant
in Rajya Sabha for which we will have to wt up
two candidates;

11) even after I found out that there were only three
seats, I wms busy with my district panchayat
elections in Balasinor upto the 10th of March;

iii) On the 10th of March when I came to attend the
Council and Executive meeting, I found that there
were over thirty members who hed signed stating
that they did not wish Pabubhai Vaidya as the
Party candidate. I was persuaded to eign the list,
I was informed that there was no objection to my
signing this list - the list was given to me by
Hathalal Patel MDA, whose relationship with the
Leader I do not wish to go into;

i¥) the list was shown to you., The proceedings of
the meeting are also known to you;

v) Shri Mahida wented to file his nomination before
Holi -~ the 15th March. So on 12th March Shri
Udesinh Vadodia - the Chief Whip conveyed thoe
message of the leader to me and gave me to under-
stand that as Theakore Saheb Dhrol being absent,

I should propose Shri Mahida,

vi) thercafter a series of jromises were made and
taken, sc that by the meeting of the 18th, firm
comnitments were made. Thereafter it was expeocted
by all of us that the Centre would heed the
sentiments of the State members gnd that Mahido
would be the officiml candidate;

vii) As the meeting of the 18th was ending, H.H. Earia
came in for the first time and informed us thet
there was no chance of Mahida's eandidature being
endorsed, as Babubhai Vaidya was given o fimm
promise by the Gujarat Swatantra Party and it vms
not possible going back from it under any circum-
stances. Before Boria's entry, the lcoder eaid n
few thinge to the members which you may ascertain
from otherse;

v:l.ii]I a second meeting was held on the 18th evening by
which time the Central decision was available
through & phone call, at which meeting I vas not
present;

ix) On the 19th H, H, Baria met me at the Roopali
Hotel and explained to me the seriousness of the
stand. At this point I informed him of my diffi-
culty in view of the promises made, and that I
alone could not rectify the position, and that 1%
required the concurrence of all the sigaatories
for which a meeting should be called. Such s
meeting was not called, Baria having decided to
meet people individually, and matters did not
improve; .3/~



g crystallised and ds
having become an useless tug-of-war wi
Tesult which you already know, o T
T hope the above statanents will convince yo
:ﬂ:ge“hem.a victin of circunstances, and dec

The Btate President's Comments:

"In one sense what is relevent ie what Shri Natwersingh
Solanki did after he became aware of the Central Farlia-
mentary Board's decision which was convaeyed to him in ¥
writing on 18th March, the very day on which that decision

was communicated to me by you. P
The letter of withdrawal of support to Shri U.N. Mahi =Y

signed jointly by Shri Natwarsingb Solanid, Shri Chendra-
sinhji Jadeja and Shri Chunilael Vasave wes of no signifi-

cance since H,H. Baria, to whom it was handed over, and

I were precluded irom bringing that withdrewel to the -
notice of the memhers of the Legislative Assembly Party.

That when they handed over this letter indicating that

they had imposed this condition is admitted by them all, F

Although Shri Natwarsingh Solanki does not say so in terms,
it is mdmitted that he contimued to support Shri Mohida
actively even after handing over the letter of withdrawal
and after he had received the letter of 25th from the
leader of the Party, edvising him that it wes his duty to
support the candidte sponsored Ly the Central Parlismentary
Board,

Shri Natwarsingh Solanki's main defence would appesr %o be
that whatever he did in regard to tho Rajyssabha election,
he did because of what took place before the Cemtral Parlia-
mentary Board took ite decision, While it is a fact th&'l:

a rumber of M.L.As had signed a letter requesting the Farty
not to put up Shri Babubhai Vaidya, it is also a fact that
that letter was considered at the meeting of the Executive
Comnittee on the 10th as also later at the Council mecting,
and thet 1t wes aftér full consideration of that letter and
the argumente that were orally advanced et the meeting by
various members of the Executive Cormittee and of the
Council that the decision was taken unanipously that I
should, when forwarding the recommendations of the Party,
draw the attention of the Centrsl Parliamentary Boord to

the otrong feeling of the members both of the Party and of e
the Legislature to Shri Babubhai Vaidys's condidature. —
Their sgrecment to my placing Shri Pabubhai's sape first on
list of rocormendees implied that while they recognised the
fact that the Puety had given an undertaking which had to

be honoured, they hoped that the Central Parlianentary

0-4/"'



" of 18th March that I shruld

the decision of the Party to support
I immediately subuitted a letter withdrawing
As I was not in Ahnedabad vhen the Prosident' t
first delivered to me, I gave my letter on my return to
Ahmedabud from my constituency to Shri Raval personslly on
the 21st of larch as Shri H.M. Patel was not in station at
the time. : o S

In the course of discussion in the Executive Committoe v
meeting of the Gujarat Swetantra Party on the 21st of
April, the Prosident Shri H.M. Patel stated that the lotiers
of withdrawal of the Thakore Saheb of Dhrol, Natwarsinhji,
Chunilal Vasave and myself were handed over to H.H., the
Maharaje of Baria on condition that the letters should not
be made public until after the election. Thie oistoment; =
I would like %o make clear, is not correct in regard to .
myself. I did not make any condition when I gave my letter

nf the 21st March, .

I regret very much that I should have sponsored the candid-
ature of Someone whon the Central Parliamentary Board had
decided should not be supported. As you will sce, Iy Spons-
orship was rade before the Central Parlisnentery Board took
its decision and I also readily complied with the request
of the President of the Gujerst Swatantra Party to withdraw
my sponsorship when I was asked to do so, Neverthelees, I
express my regret if my action has causcd any hare to the
Party, for that was not my intention at s11."

{c¢) (ii) The State President's Comments:

UShri Rewsl (Mr. HJM. Potel's Sceretary) otates that-het wn
huded over the letter to H.H. Berda; the lotter's view

v that Jooubhedi's letter wes 2lso not to be divudged.
Snri Reml acccpted this statenunt becouse 1t was ﬂwtﬂ@ti
elgo by the Whip of the Borty, Shri ¥cdodia, in H.Eih.l;pﬂi-._-
preseice. HoH. B-ria ~pp.rs 'lio Yo hove neceptud t u.a“
4kt Shri Jorubhed wnted his roply to be withheld cs 4id
the others. He certainly inforoed ne aabard:l.nﬂa'n_‘ )



* Gujarnti
hapdwriting
partially
illaesible

but my loyalty to the Party resains £irm
reason to doubt the motives of ry action.

A3 for my action I sincerely fuel that I ha
vietin of circumstences and of peculiar 1CT)
At this delicate juncture I have to put farth
without casting any aspersions on my colle
and othcrs.

occurcd and leave it to you to ;]udge uy natim.!_

e 3 i -

17, inopite of 1:1113, you conoider it appropriate taking ”ﬁﬁ
action against me, I shall accept it ag a loyal soldier
of the Perty. ' -, P “a
1. Upto 15th of Pebruary it wac o gencral impréseion m "
there will be election for four senis and Smtnnm . 'Jl 5
Party will put up two candidatea, . -'_'---Fl_.1

2, When I ceme to know that election will bo only for three
seats und not Tor four, I was busy with Talulm ayat
cloctions in ry constituéncy. = ;‘ et

. L l’a

3, I was not able to attend the mecting of the State

Council and State Executive held on 10th, but later on
I gathered that about 30 MLAs had signed o letfer

stating that Shri Botnbhal Vaidya should not be put up ;
ag a Party candidate., I woo also subscquently & 3
sign this letter. The list was brought to me by
Kamlashankar, MLA, whose relations with the Leader
do not wish to go into at this stage.

4. The list was shown to the Genernl Sceretary Shrd
Derdeker. You are awarc a8 to whot musps:nu‘tw

neeting.

5. Shri Mohida came to ne on 10th Harch o take
turc on tho nomination forn, In threc
forns, front rank lcAders, viz. Shrl Thakore
Dhrol, Shri Natwersingh Solanki and Shrd J
had put their signatures, I thercfor. put E'a BRI
on the fourth form.

6. Thereafter, there were many discussions M
Being umaware of the promisc * L
in the meeting of the nenbers on 18th, but o
oxpocted that taking into considersiion the



(c)(iii)

The State Prusgident's Coments:

_tino mw 4gsucs hnd mw
--iﬂok’w ﬂmision, it mﬁi

On tho 20th I hnd ment the letber with
support tommmm;hmmﬂw

10, I had written & letter on the 20th to Shri H,
in reply to his, informing hinx that 1 had
support to Shri Mshids, Thiula‘bte:ei nd
H.H. Berin through Shri Vedcdia snd had
keep it & sceret.

11. on tho 23rdshnmaun¢amdﬂm,
stand, called some HMeobors individually
to vote for Shri Veidya, Conscquenily n
cgrecd to support hiu,

12. Thorenfter mntbters deteriorated and the o
the mind of ILAs incruascd. The recult of thi
Juown to you,

My above cxplanation will convinuee you thot I wms
of eircunstances in all that has taken place and.
you to view oy explanation in that Light."

"Shri Vasave's reply tokes brosdly the 8
of Shri Netwarsingh Solauki and the Thako

I would also cnelose a letter whi
Bnnikakn boforc he rcecived the
this lettor it would appeer that r
he hed because he had been given el

shri Vosave is an Adivasi and cove ﬂﬂ:
ion of the Broach disirict. His case
deserving of speoinl a‘oneidmﬁm"‘



Zleetions to Taluke
the tine of Rejyastbha Ei.ecruan and 11
aftur I cane to .huodabed on 18th mﬁ,

other m:a had al:ao apousored -:ﬁmimﬂm s A
that was given %o ne, I 'baok‘.lam'k‘o be f.hn :
‘the nonmination,

Iator on, as per the Party's dircctive, I was asked
nonination. Gousequently, I have put my signature on the leth
drawing the nomination, I lmra, thercfore, to :!.nih:m :ﬁﬁ'

. - an'lﬂ it. e
i 4 Tho facts about ue arc as above, I shell alwnye be loyal
Party and ghall act as par the principles of the Party.

P.S. I hove reed the ammouncenent in the Pross rogarding e
havirg becn called for snd, thorefore, I an subnd®
explanation. I have not reccived eny notice ete.

LR . ¥



{'b) FHis explanations ¢ .

;- "It is correct that I acted as thﬂ;gdim Agont
. of Shri U.JN. hhid;. I was c ﬁrr he
‘ atmosphere that prmled at +the time. ok
A I am extremely sorry for whatever has bll-ppmiif ]

(c¢) The State President's Comments: e

"The explanation is sh-aigwrmurd and does not
call for any comments".

‘{- e



ocntrary to the spe re
you in that behalf b tha

Gujarat State Swati §
dated 18.3.1968

-uand—

in defiance of the decision of the ﬁiuﬁ;nl
Parliamentary Board approving the eandidaturo
of Shri Babubhai Vaidya as the otﬂ;;r -md:lqﬂm
of the Farty for the said elucﬂon. y e N

() That nccording to your own statement (made after vut.‘.ﬁg‘}

o - you voted for Shri U.N. Maghida".
I:,é“ ,.t Sk hos. (b) His explanation:
> Eh KA -
3 fbh "1) At the oubsot, I may point out with all the emphasis
o vk : at my commands that inspite of my agtipm whi hw_ 2o |
1o have ultimately resulted adversly for ¢k ; g8a 1%

_ ' candidate, my loyalty to the Farty rmf:ﬂb’
i my motives will bo beyond guostion. My servic

’h the Party to the general and yourself

is o well ostablishod fact; and I am proud to say
that Jamnagar District is the only District im ,
Gujarat which has not got o Congross District
President and this is entirely due to the offorts
of the Swatantra Party in this District. '

2) If I werc to go into the details what happencd
before filing the nominations for the Rajyn Sabha
and thercafter, it is going to be a very longthy
story, as well as it may amount to washing
linon aftor the situation has calmed down in ¥ho
Gujarat Svatentra Party. If a reogular l.nq‘uiﬂ R
were irstituted several things m:lght have come
to light, but in my humble opinion it ‘would mot
bo worthwhile going in for this as it may hit SR,
at the root of the Farty. ;

It is my sincors beliof that the poculiar sequonce
of ovents ond circumstances in whieh I was



(¢) The Statc President's Commonts:

withdraw my support to

H.H, Barie to keop ibe
§) You will therefore goc that I have beon
of eircumstances which werc beyond my o
and 1 therofore request the Part
liberal view of our - actions. ,
neaded and long owaitoed chongs in the leadershi
of the Legislature Party has taken place now,
shall work with full cooperation and enthusiasm
to holp our ngw leader tc restore the Party's i
prostige. At 351,

6) However I leave the decision in the matter to
Perty who is tho bost Judgo; and dscide
accordingly”.

"Thakoreschob of Dhrol's cxplenation is om the same
lines as that of Shri Natversingh Solanki. My comments,
therefore, cre the same as on Shri latvarsingh's
explanation. The fact that Shri Natvarsingh was presont
at the meeting of the Stato Exccutive on the 10th, - el
®horons Thakoresahob of Dhrol was not, doos not make any
matcerial differsnce, for aftor the Council mesting on =
the 10th, thore is no reason to think that any loading
membor of the Farty had romaincd unawere of tho decision
tekon at the Steto Exocutive or the Council, whother ho
was prosont at those moetings or not".




