Strietly Confidential . \
145, Mahatma Gandbi Road.
Bombay 1.
« 15th May, 1968

To
Members of the General Council of the Swatantra Party.

Dear Comrade,

You will perhaps have seen in the press my letter to the General
(copy attached—Annexure A) saying that I have not found it possible to
to the invitation extended to me by the National Executive to wi w the
resignation I had submitted from that hody and the Central Parliamentary i

2. It was not possible for me in the letter to the General Secretury, which was
meant for publication, to spell out the reasons why 1 found it necessary to take
this decision. At the same time, 1 helieve that the interests of the democratic
functioning of our Party demand that there should be no conspiracy of silence as
between the leaders and that you, as an elected member of the Party’s General
Council, the supreme deliberative body of our Party, have a right to know the
facts. Tt is, therefore, in the strictest of confidence, that I am outlining in this
letter the unfortunate developments that led to the debacle in Gujarat and the
present erisis,

3. I am sure you can imagine how much it must mean to me, who have worked
now for eleven years for the ideals of our Party, including two years of work in
trying to bring the Party into cxistence, to have to stand aloof from the admin-
istration and running of the Party’s affairs. Yet I feel that, if I were to do anything
else, far from serving the l’nrt:\-"s interests, 1 would be letting down thé ulp]ﬁ.fth "
and ideals that we hold in common,

4. It is not as il the step 1 have had to take is a hasty or ill-considered one o
that it is caused by an isolated incident. The disquiet to which [ have given
expression was felt by me for several years when, as General Secretary of the
Party, 1 was better informed of what went on than perhaps anyone clse. As far
back as 20th May, 1966, I had written in a letter to Rajaji: “The basic fzet o
life with which 1. as General Secretary, have to live fram day to day is the lack
of sincerity of purpose on the part of a considerable section of our State leader
ship in various parts of the country, Over a long period, the consciousness ol
this weakness and the somewhat limited success one has in dealing with it lesseos
the zest, determination and satisfaction with which one does one's task. We in
the Central Office have been at the receiving end of so much sniping and newdl-
ing that hoth Raju and I feel we have come o the end of our tether. The fuct
that we are working with altogether inadequate staff and are, therefore, straiued
to breaking peint is much less erosive in jts effects than this lack of respons
not to mention appreciation or comradeship, to whatever one is trying o do

Towards the end of the letter. T had concluded by saying: “It would be very
casy and pleasant to ask to be excused from carrying this burden during the st
nine months, which looks like something of a nightmare in these conditions, and
to confine oneself to writing and speaking for the Party on the ideological und
policy-making plane. But 1 fear you would consider this a shirking of my duty
and 1 realise that it would not be fair either to vou or to Ranga to siggest this

S e I e



5 In my article the Swargjys Annual, 1968, entitled “Swatantra—

Credibility Gap™ (copy attached—Annexure Bl,lhndgunemtummdl&

of warning last January. Little had 1 imagined then that within three months such

E:haﬂmnghh\#mﬂdhﬂnﬁkult}nhﬂy‘smdﬁlﬂynﬂutum-id!hl
jarat.

6. The background to the debacle in Gujurat as far back as February
lﬂﬁﬁuhmlleullniParliummhrmerdnmﬂud Dr. Beharilal Anantani
as the Party’s candidate for the biennial election to the Raj Sabha from Gujarat
due in March 1966. In doing so, the Board overruled the State Parliaments

Board's recommendation in favour of Mr. C. €. Desai on the ground that o m
Party worker, like Dr. B. Anantani. should have preference over a newcomer to
the Party, like Mr. Desai. This decision evidently caused considerable annoyance
to the leaders of the Gujarat unit and angry letters were received by me us
General Scerctary from the President and Seeretary of the State unit protesting
against this decision and threatening that in future the Gujarat unit would not
tolerate any such “interference” on the part of the Central Parliamentary Bosrd.
The Party’s strength in the Assembly then being only 28 members, while the
quota of first preference votes required for getting a member elected to the Rajya
Sabha was 31, the State leadership set out to secure support from the siv-member
Independent Progressive Group with Mr. Babubhai Vaidya as its leader. With
the concurrence of the State President and his colleagues in the Assembly,
Mr. Jaideepsingh of Baria, General Secretary of the State unit, was abla to reach
an understanding with this Group to the effect that, in return for their support
for Dr, Anantani, our Group in the State Assembly would nominate Mr, Babubliai
Vaidya as its candidate in the Biennial election to the Rajya Sabha in
March 1965. I remember receiving a long distance telephone call in Delhi from
Mr. Jaideepsingh asking whether 1. as General Secretary, would concur in giving
such an assurance, since the approval of the Central Parlinmentary Board would
be required to secure Mr. Babubhai Vaidya's nomination. When assured that
this was in the interests of the Party in Gujarat, I gave my concurrence. Mr,
Jaideepsingh thereupon confirmed the assurance to Mr, Babubhai Vaidya and
offered to give it in writing, but Mr. Vaidya said that the verbal assurance of
the persons concerned was adequate and nothing needed to be put in writing.

7. When the Central Parliamentury Board met in Bombay on May 26 and 29,
1966, 1 reported these facts to the Board. My report was corroborited by Mr.
faidecpsingh of Baria. The Board confirmed the arrangement that was entered
into and this was embodied as follows in the minutes of the meeting:

“The Board's attention was drawn lo the fact that Dr. Beharilal Anantani,
the Party’s successful candidate to the Rajya Sabha from Gujarat, was able
to secure 31 votes and that this was achieved by arriving at an understand-
ing with the Independent Progressive Group led by Mr. Babubhai Vaidya,
as the Party's strength in the State Assembly was less than the quota
required. The General Secretary of the Gujarat State Unil had, with the
concurrence of the Party’s General Secretury, Mr. Masani, given an assur-
ance that in return for the second preference votes of the Independent Pro-
gressive Croup, the Swatantra Party would ensure the election to the Rajya
Sabha in 1965 of Mr. Babubhai Vaidya, the leader of that Group. In this
connection, Mr. Bhailalbhai Patel recalled the commitment made by him
in 1962, with Dr. K. M. Munshi's approval, to Sumant Patel that, in neturn
for certain assistance fo the Party in the last General Elections, the Gujarat
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unit would sponsor his candidature to the Rajya Sabha. He requested

mkmmmmsbmdiﬂmhmbyhma:\fhdhmm
this matter, the Board decided that the commitment made on behalf of the
Party to Mr. Babubhai Vaidya should be honoured and that he should be

:la.eI g;L“y's first preference candidate in the clections to the Rajya Sabha
n .

8. In the two years that intervened, the Central Office of the Party kept getting

disturbing veports that the Gujarat leadership had no intention of

the commitment made to Mr. Babubhai Vaidya when the time came in

1868, Two or three months before the election, I heard during a visit to Rajkot
that Mr. Bhailalbhai Patel had asked My, Babubhai Vaidya for a certain amount
of money in order to facilitate his election but that Mr. Babubhai Vaidya had
declined to pay anything to persuade the Party to carry out its commitment.
Later, Mr, Babubhai Vaidya confirmed this fact and mentioned that the amount
to be contributed to the Gujarat Swatantra Party’s funds was Rs. 3,000,

9. In correspondence with the Central Office, the latter were informed by the
State unit that at its meeting on August 21, 1967, the State Parlismentary Board
had agreed that the commitment given to Mr. Babubhai Vaidya should be
honoured. Unfortunately, nothing was done by the State leadership either in
the Aszembly or outside to bring the fact of this commitment to the notice of
the members in the Legislative Assembly and to make it ¢lear to them that this
commitment would have to be honoured by them.

10. When the Central Parliamentary Board met in Cochin on 27th January, 1968,
it once again afirmed that Mr. Babubhai Vaidya should be the Party'’s candidate
for election to the Rajya Sabha.

11. At this point, Mr. U, N. Mahida appeared on the scene, 1 remember he
visited Mr. Dandeker and me in Bombay and pleaded that he should he allowed
to be the second candidate of the Party if the strength of the Party and its friends
warranted a second candidate, He repeatedly assured me, however, that the
Party's pledge to Mr. Babubhai Vaidya would be honoured fully and that he
had no intention of coming in the way of that promise being kept.

12. Despite all this, Mr. Mahida not only filed his nomination as a candidate
for election to the Rajya Sabha but refused to withdraw it despite his being
requested to do so in writing on 18th March 1968 by the President of the Gujarat
unit who, however, went out of his way to state that he was asking Mr. Mahida
to withdraw “reluctantly,” Some leading members of the Gujarat Party in the
Assembly nominated Mr. Mahida and refused to withdraw support for him
despite a whip issued by the Leader of the Party. All this time the ';ult_' Jeades-
ship and the leadership in the State Assembly did little to help the Party's candi-
date. In Mr. Babubhai Vaidya's letter to Rojafi of March 81 (copv attached--
Annexure C) he has stated two facts: (1) that the Leader of the Party in the
Assembly, Mr. Bhailalbhai Patel, and the President of the State unit, Mr. H. M.
Patel, and ather office-bearers of the Party (with the exception of Mr. Jaideop-
singh of Baria, who was away at that time) declined to sign the nomination
paper of the Party’s candidate and that it was Jeft to a junior member to do so,
and (2) that Mr. Vaidva was denied an opporhmity to address the members
of the Parly in order to answer the smear campaign being carried on agrinst
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him and, when he was actually invited to address meeting,
Wﬁngmtﬂdrmddﬁudmdvdﬂwutalmmm‘ ko Was gt

13, The Thakore Saheb of Dhrol has, in a press stutement published in Phul
Chhap of 14th April. 1968, categorically stated: “I had Mr. Mahida’s
nomination after consulting Bhaikaka. Before 1 signed the nomination A
I had taken advice from Bhaikaka and at that time o leading Swatantra m
was present.” The Thakore Saheb of Dhrol procecds to say in the press state-
ment that Mr. Jaideepsingh came into the picture on the 19th of March and
“it was then that Bhaikaka and H. M. Patel realised their mistake but then
it was too late.” From all this it is clear that the State leadership as a whole liad
ill only a Few days before polling failed to function in furtherance of its res.
ponsibilities to the Party.

14, Itis also known that in the one or two days preceding polling day, five or six
Members of Parliament helonging to the Party visited Ahuwchbl;tl :mi some of
them, including Mr. C. C. Desai, a member of the National Executive, worked
against the Party’s candidate. There were reports from Delhi in the Gujarat press on
the days prior to the National Executive meeting in Delhi that Mr. Pravinsinh
Solanki was proposing to join the Jana Sangh along with some 30 Swatantra
Party MLAs in case the Executive dared to take disciplinary action against the
rebels. On 13th April, Mr. Atal Behari Vajpayee, President of the Jann
Sangh, told newsmen in Rajkot that the General Secretary of the Gujarat Party,
Mr. Pravinsinh Solanki, had met him to discuss his joining the Jana Sangh n]cmﬁ
with other MLAs. Mr. Vajpayee said that no decision was taken but they ha
decided to meet again (Phul Chhap, April 14). Mr. Pravinsinh Solanki has
denied that he saw Mr. Vajpayee in this connection, but Mr. Vajpayee has in
a rejoinder repeated his carlier statement.

15. It is against this background that the National Executive met in Delhi
on April 14 and took the decision that nothing should be done heyond asking
the five MLAs who had sponsored Mr. Mahida's candidature to show cavse
why disciplinary action should not be taken against them. While this decision
was announced in public, what was not announced was (what finds a place in
the minutes of the meeting) that “it was accepted that the severity of the
disciplinary action contemplated in the event of their explanation not being
altogether satisfactory would exclude explusion from the Party.” Thus the rebels
were told even before notices were sent to them that they need not expect any
serious action to be taken against them. This lenicney was perhaps caused by
the fact that the National Executive must have known that their failure to take
action against the Leader of the Assembly Party and the President of the State
unit and its General Secretary, who had fuiled to carry out their obligations to
the Party, and their ignoring the activities of the M.Ps. from Delhi, placed
them in no pasition to take serious action against the Bve gentlemen on wham
they had decided to concentrate their wrath. It was like the GHOQ of an Arms
deciding o court martial five corporals while ignoring the activities of the
colonels and captains concerned. Would it be wrong then to consider the
published version of the action taken as cyewash to save face in public?

16. Evidentle, the National Executive gave no thought to the repercussions
on public opinion within Guiarat of the Hagrant breach of faith commit'ed by
the Party though Mr. Bhailalbhai Patel. in a moment of candour, had told the
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tion to estimate. One would have thought that the National
have considered ways of trying to
senting a new image and a new face
of doing this, One would have been for the President and General
of the State unit themselves to tender their resignations in view
to perform their obligations. Another would have been to dissolve the
Executive, which had failed to do its duty, and to replace it by an ad hoc com-
mittee which would work on o clean slate and help to restore the credibility
of the Party. The admirable example of Uttar Pradesh, where the National
Executive had, on the initiative of the State President himsell early in 1967,
dissolved the State Executive in a somewhat similar situation, could have served
as a precedent. So much for the decision of the National Executive.
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18. What about the Party’s hehaviour in Gujarat? According to press reports,
Mr. H. M. Pate] said in Ahmedabad on April 21 that the official candidate's
defeat occurred “due to some misunderstunding™ (Times of India, April 22).
It was just as simple as that. Here again is an ostrich-like refusal to face facts.
In fact, Mr, H. M. Patel on April 15 went to the extent of publicly acousing
Mr. Babubhai Vaidya, the victim of the Party’s breach of faith, of “ingratitude”
for writing to Rajaji stating the facts about what happened to him (Gufarat
Herald, April 16). At the same time, the Swatantra Sandesh, the Party's organ
in Ahmedabad, Jevelled this charge of ingratitude and showered abuse on the
unfortunate victim,

19. There is another decision taken by the National Executive at jts recent
meeting which should also be a matter of some concern to the Party, and that
is the failure to take action against Mr, Bhagwanji Patel of Rajkot District who
had worked against the Party’s candidates for Parliament and Assembly in
February 1967 during the General Elections. Tn that connection, T had written
to Professor Ranga, our President, as far back as September 25, 1967 (copy
enclosed — Annexure D), That letter was placed before the National Executive
at its meeting in Madras on September 29 and 30, 1967, The Executive decided
that a report should be called for from the Gujarat State unit on the antf-Party
activities of Mr. Bhagwaniji Patel. It appears that the Cujarat State Executive
appointed an Enquiry Committee of three members to investigate into the
charges. It is interesting to note that, though the eomplaint had emanated from
the office-bearers and Executive Committee of the District unit in Rajkot, the
office-bearers of the District unit were not examined or questioned by the
Enquiry Committee. Neither was I, as one of the candidates against whom
Mr. Bhagwaniji Patel had worked, asked by the Sub-Committee what T had to
sav. Mr. Bhagwanii Patel was, however, seen by the Committee and his explana-
tion recorded. Notwithstanding all this, the Committee could not help coming
to the conclusion that Mr. Bhagwanji Patel had worked against the Party's
Parliamentary candidate from the Rajkot constituency. The Enquiry Committee
evidently made its report on 18th January, 1968, It is not known what the Gujsrat
State Executive did on receiving the report, but the draft Minutes of the meet-
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ing of the National Executive in Delhi on 14 record the
mittee’s comelusion thar Mr, Bhlgwuﬁl’:lﬂrﬂmguﬂqd o
against the Party’s Parliamentary eandidate in Rajkot in Fi
Minutes go on to say that “after considerable discussion, it was
in view of the grave nature of the findings in this case by the
mittee, the President of the Gujarat unit should be requested

report of the Enquiry Committee at a meeting of the State Executive
submit its recommendation in regard to disciplinary action to be
Nitional Executive.” Perhaps you might wonder why, after the
Mr. Bhagwanji Patel had worked against the Party's candidate,
Executive should not have expelled him from membership of the P
further delay in regard to activities which are now one vear and
ald. In any event, by the time the General Council meets again, it will
what action the National Executive takes in this matter,

H
i
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20. While on this subject. it may not be out of place to invite attention to
another decision of the National Executive at its meeting of April 14 which
constitutes a major departure from the position of the Party in regard to the
limits of freedom of expression permitted by the 21 Principles. Ever sinee the
Party was formed, it has been clearly understood that the 21st Principle applies
to individual members of the Party and cannot be extended to State units or
other organs of the Party. Our leader. Rajaji. had put his finger on this truth
as far back as August 1959 when he pointed out, in connection with our attitude
in regard to a regional controversy then current in Western [ndia, that the paolicy
to be followed by the Party units in Bombay, Maharashtra and Gujarat conld
not be different on any issue, including the regional controversy in question,
but they should all function as branches of a single Party. He had said that
he was opposed to the right of the Gujarat unit to support Mahagujarat while
the Bombay unit adhered to support a bi-lingual State. He had said, however,
that freedom should be given to individual members. This position was main-
tained when several other controversies came up later such as Punjabi Suba,
language, ete. At no time was a State unit of the Party given the right to take
a different stand [rom that of the Party as a whole.

21, At its recent meeting, however, the National Executive has departed from
the Party’s earlier stand. The minutes of the meeting state: “In the light of
Mr. H. M. Patel's explanation and the circumstances obtaining in Gujerat, the
National Executive permitted the Gujarat unit to take a different attitude (made
possible by the 21st principle of the Party)” in regard to the acceptunce or
rejection of the Kutch Award, We are not at the moment cancerned with the
merits of that Award or of the contradictory stands taken by the Party at the
National and Gujarat unit level. What is significant is that a breach has been
made in the integrity of the policy of the Party and a step taken in the direction
of the Balkanisation of the Party signs of which have already been noticeable
in the past year or two, in contravention of a Resolution adopted by the General
Council in February 1965.

22 When I received Mr. Dandeker’s letter of April 22 asking me to withdraw
my resignation, it was this picture 1 had before me. 1 wonld like to think that
not many members of the General Council would have expected me to

to the request in these circumstances. As I had stated in my letter of resigna-
tion of March 29, my action was motivated by two considerations. One was to
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atone to those who had been wronged by the Party’s breach of
other was to stimulate the conscience ul'bythp Party. Can anyone E:'&th‘:[ tht.
thing had happened since 29th March to meet either of these purposes? On
contrary, the attempt on the part of those concerned in
things out and the failure of the National Executive to take any action com-
mensurate with the provocation offered drive me sadly to the conclusion that
I would be failing in my duty if I did not maintain the stand 1 have taken in
an attempt to repair the damage done to our Party's credibility.

23. Knowing that you will not be happy at the implications of the action 1
have taken, | would like to take the liberty of spelling out some other considern-
tions of a broader nature which appear to me to strengthen the view that |
have taken in the preceding paragraph.

24. The National Executive of a Party is not a deliberative body but in the
nature of a Cabinet. There should be a broad similarity of approach on the
part of its members towards the problems that come up before it for decision,
As will be seen from what has gone above, I find that there is a clear difference
of approach to the problems that face our Party hetween me and several
members of our National Executive, Tt is better that they should be permitted
to work out their policies without constant and repeated cleavages of opinion
and divided counsel. For nearly seven vears as the Party’s Generl Secretary,
I had sought to maintain the supremacy of clean methods and disci
functioning within the Party. If T have failed to convince my colleagues of the
need for such an approach, it is only fair that they should feel free to try out
an alternative approach which they may consider to be more in line with the
Party's interest. There are several good men amongst them. | would urge that
nothing be done to rock the boat further. Otherwise, there is a danger of patch-
work agreement and of undue pressure on, or violence heing done to, those who
hold a different view.

25. That this is not an imaginary danger was proved by the remarks made
by our President at the end of the discussion on Party organisation at the last
meeting of the General Council in Delhi on November 25 and 28, 1967. 1f you
were present then, you will no doubt recall that, after I had stated my views
while winding up the discussion on the Party’s organisation at the request of
our President. Professor Ranga made some sharp comments on what I had
said. Among these, he mentioned the Resolution passed by the General Council
at its meeting in February 1965 [ quoted in Annexure B) which 1 had cited with
approval but which he dismissed as one that had been passed merely to placate
me as the Party did not wish to lose my services as General Secretary, Professor
Ranga then went on to suggest to me that, since 1 was no longer the General
Secretary, 1 should not any longer seek to impose my policies on the Party. 1
can assure our Presidemt and you that I have no desire whatsoever to impose
anv policies on those who do not believe in them and 1 was grateful to our
President even as he spoke for opening my eyes to the fact that my attempts
at maintaining certain standards of behaviour and discipline had done some
violence to him and perhaps some others amongst our colleagues.

96, The issue facing the Party is a clear one. Does the National Executive
accept its obligation to implement the General Council Resolution of February
19652 Are the decisions taken at their meeting of April 14, 1965, in
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with that Resolution? During my term as General Secretary, 1 had to endure
a lot of sniping and misrepresentation for what was described as “Central inter-
ference” in the affairs of the Gujarat State unit simply because 1 was trving to
give effect to the General Council's Resolution uential decisions of
the National Executive and the Central Parliamentary 1s that Resolution
still operative or is it not?

27. Another consideration that confirms me in my decision not to serve on th
National Executive is that there should be some le in the Party who are
free from responsibility for administration and are thus able to devote their
time to what Gandhiji used to call “constructive work”, This is what 1 have in
mind today—that T should devote as much time as 1 can to the organisation of
training programmes for young people in the principles of liberal democracy
and clean and effective techniques of public work, developing greater contact
with youth and other elements whom we have so far been unable to attract to
our Party, while at the same time carrying on my work in Parliament and outside
in furtherance of the Party’s principles. You will have seen that in my letter to
the General Secretary, [ have offered that, if there were a clear and meaningful
call from the Party to share in the responsibility of guiding the Party's affairs,
I shall not fail to respond to the Party’s call

w

28, Today there is a feeling in our country that it lacks leadership. This comes
of an attitude of most leaders of all political parties adopting an attitude which
was aptly described by Lenin as “tailism.” It is obvious that this kind of leader-
ship has not done the country any good. A sounder concept of leadership would
be one which links the acceptance of leadership of a Party with an aceeptunce
by the Party of the policies and approach of a leader. This acceptance must,
however, come from the heart and should not be one that is imposed by pressures,
mechanical majorities or considerations of expediency.

Yours truly,

Gl

(M. . MASANI)

Encl: Annexures
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My dear Dandeker, My 13, 2008

I have received your letter of April 22, 1968, and have given it careful con-
sideration.

How I wish I could a with you and our ' tional
Executive of our Party that E::eﬂew nfwd.isdplimry ::lttlm uuvhc: 'I::ﬁ liqn:thhd
against Mahida and the five persons who are known to have supported his
candidature there remained no further cause for such a drastic act of atong-
ment” by me as resignation from the National Executive and Parliam
Board of the Party. In my earlier letter of April 10, I had made it clear that
my resignation was final and was not intended to influence in any way the
decisions of our National Executive. In any event, the decisions of the National
Executive at its meeting in Delhi on April 13 and 14, far from leading me to the
}:t);miusionk}-ou suggest, confirm my feeling that 1 should adhere to the action

lave taken.

The National Executive has failed to take the obvious steps that were
called for in order to restore the credibility of the Party in Gujarat and a measure
of discipline within its ranks. The minutes record something that was not men-
tioned to the press, namely, the intention of the Executive not to resort to any
serious disciplinary action, such as expulsion, against the rebels even before
notices to show cause were served on them! Further, the Executive appear to
have ignored the failure of duty on the part of the Leader of the Opposition
and the President and General Secretary of the State unit in Gujarat as also of
certain Members of Parliament, one of them a member of the National Execu-
tive, who went to Ahmedabad a day or two prior to the elections to work against
the Party’s candidate. It seems to me, therefore, that the National Executive
has in fact purported to court martial the corporals who were guilty while turn-
ing a blind eye to the colonels and captains who were involved. Would it be
unfair to consider this kind of disciplinary action mere eyewash?

In so far as our Gujarat colleagues are concerned, the statement of the
President of the Gujarat Party on April 15 dismissing the entire incident as a
mere “misunderstanding” and his attack on the victim of our Party's breach of
faith whom he charged with “ingratitude” for venturing to write to Rajaji stating
the facts shows not the slightest awareness of misconduct or a desire to atone
for it.

Quite apart from the failure to take an ethical stand, the attempt to turn
a blind eye to what has happened is somewhat ostrich-like in that it shows a
lack of political acumen about what is needed to restore the shattered image
of the Party in the eyes of the people of Gujarat. | hope we are not going to
develop the same cynicism about the sanctity of the Party's pledged word and
the same contempt for the electorate which the Congress Party have been show-
ing, with results with which we are all familiar. People are hankering for a
little idealism and ethics in our politics and these they are not getting today.
The Swatantra Party could supply these missing elements if it made up its
to do so. | hope the time will come when the Party will appreciate that having
a few spokesmen in whom the people have faith is even more important than
adding to the number of its M.P;s and M.LAs
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As you are aware, the Party system and democracy are on
trial and larger and larger numbers of people are losing in political parties
and in the democratic process. I am sure vou appreciate that, if
Constitution is wrecked and the country turns to some form of
there will be very little scope left for the Swatantra Party
in the country. Therefore, it is more than ever necessary that all of us should
put the country before Party.

In these circumstances, 1 feel 1 can do more for our own Party and the
maintenance of democratic processes by staying outside the Nationnl Executive
and the Parlinmentary Board. I propose to do what I can in the way of what
may be called “constructive work”, such as training programmes for the build-
ing of a cadre of young workers. I shall continue to spread the Party's excellent
principles both in Parliament and outside. 1 shall be ready to campaign for good
candidates put up by the Party. In this way, I shall also be free to
sion to the suppressed feelings of the rank and file many of whom are
with the state of the Party.

If and when the Party realises the need for an acceptance of ethical und
disciplined functioning, when it agrees that the means must be as clean as the
ends, that it is quality and not quantity that counts and that people have a
right to be teld the truth, T shall be ready to respond to its call to share respansi-
bility for guiding its work and organisation.

For these reasons, I shall be obliged if you will now kindly report my resigna-
tion from the National Executive to the General Couneil of the Party so that
it may be able to consider the issues that arise when it meets in Madras on
Ist June.

As there have been some ill-informed comments in the press and as you have
been good enough to agree to my releasing to the press your letter of April 22
and my reply, [ am doing so now.

Yours sincerely,
Sd. Minoo Masani
Mr. N. Dandeker, M.P.,
General Secretary,
Swatantra Party,
Bombay.
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ANNEXURE B

SWATANTRA: THE CREDIBILITY GAP
AL R. Masani, M.P.

There are two impressions about the Swatantra Party hecome
more pronounced during the past year. One is that there hth.lnmml e
tance and appreciation of the Party’s principles and programme of ﬁ
vindication of its basic criticisms against the present Government in Delhi and
the prevailing patterns of economic and foreign policies. The other impression
is of an unwillingness of many people to take the Party seriously as an alter-
native to the Congress Party which has now ruled Indin for two decades. It
would be surprising if amongst us some others have not had the same experience.

Hesitation in joining Swalantra ranks

While the first impression gladdens one, it does not call for further thought
or action; the latter does. The lack of credibility to which | refer is corroborated
by the failure of an adequate number of people te rally to the Party's runks
both before and after the last General Election in February 1967, Why did so
many people prefer to stand as Independent candidates rather than under the
five-pointed star? Why, after the elections, did the Independents in Parliament
and elsewhere not rally round the Swatantra Party, which was the higgest
opposition group in the Lok Sabha, and help it to become the Opposition? Why
did the Jan Sangh and the D.M.K. tum down our offer to join in forming a
bloc with over a hundred members in the Lok Sabha, which would have pre-
sented the country with a “shadow cabinet” and a ready-made alternative govem-
ment? Why, above all, have dissident Congressmen in many States thought it
worthwhile to unfold a raumshackle umbrella over their heads called the
Bharatiya Kranti Dal with a leadership so obviously inferior to that of the
Swatantra Party and with no programme to compare with our own, rather than
adopt the Swatantra Party as their own? The answer obviously is that they have

doubts about the Party.

Why is it that people are sceptical about the capacity of the Swatantra
Party to achieve power and to deliver the goods? Since this criticism is not
linked to the Party’s policies and programme, it must have something to do with
its organisation and the performance of the Party and its members.

I have been puzzling aver this question for quite a while and would like
to share my thoughts with readers of Swarafya, a journal that has rendered such
veoman service to the Party.

Is the Party stagnant?

The ficst thought that oecurs is that the Party is losing the elan and dynam-
ism of its early vears and is tending to become somewhat stagnant. Too many
people have been occupying the same positions in its hierarchy too long. There
has been neither “job rotation”, a technique that industry and business have
developed with advantage, nor an infusion of new hlood with the introduction
into the Party’s hierarchy of younger and fresher people. In that sense, it may
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be said that the Party tends to suffer from a “hardening of the arteries” W
its young age. It was in an attempt to check this trend thar 1 recen o
be excused from occupying executive office in the % id

years, as I felt it was time someone set an example.

Lack of discipline?

The second obvious weakness of the Party is the relative lack of discd
in a country where no party except the Communist parties on the one han
and the R.S.5. on the other are richly endowed with that virtue. The large
of defections among our newly elected members of the Legislative Assemblies
in Rajasthan and Gujarat have brought this weakness right out into the o
and it is no use shutting our eyes to it any longer. As General Secretary of the
Party, it was my misfortune for seven long vears to observe growing ind
of various kinds and a reluctance on the part of the national leadership to curh
it. I had occasion, at the recent meeting of the General Council of the Party
at Delhi, to mention some recent examples of such blatant indiscipline that had
gone unchallenged,

1

E

Choice of candidates

When, therefore, the President of a State Unit of the Party recently come
plained that their inability to carry the State for the Swatantra Party and the
defection of some of their members had been caused by the malpractices of
the Congress Party, 1 felt sorry that no awareness had vet dawned that these
reverses were due to the image of the Party having been badly damaged by the
behaviour of some leading members of our Party in that State prior to and
after the elections. In refreshing contrast is the admission of the President of
the Rajasthan State Unit that these reverses were due to the bad choice of
candidates, for which he and his colleagues in the State must accept responsibility-

We in the Swatantra Party have inveighed for the last seven years against
the evils of Statism. A new kind of Statism, however, has recently heen emerg-
ing within our own ranks which is. in its own way, as unfortunate in its con-
sequences as the other variety we have been attacking. This Statism takes the
form of claiming that the State Executive of the Party should be left undisturbed
and unchecked in their activities by the National Headquarters of the Party.
that, whether in the choice of candidates or in the expenditure of funds made
available by the Party, their discretion should not be questioned, and that the
National Headquarters should not do anything within their territory such, for
instance, as setting aside a fraudulent election, without getting the State office
bearers' prior approval or consent. Now these are propesitions which, if acoepted,
would splinter any Party and prevent it from functioning as a national organi-
sation. The Rajah of Ramgarh had made these demands on the Party several
vears back and when they were gently but firmly tumed down, he intrigued
against the Party and applied for membership of the Congress Party and had in
consequence to be expelled for his indiscipline and disloyalty. Unfortunately.
this experience does not scem to have given a final quietos to this kind of Statism.

The Swatantra Party has rightly rejected tendencies of this kind w‘lnt";
would result in Balkanising the Party and has insisted on maintaining its nationa
character. Even as the Party was being born, Rajaji had insisted, in the context
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of confiicting claims for Samyukta Malarashtra and Mahagojarat, that thens

could be only one Swatantm l"nl'tg v in the cou and that THE Swatantra
Party, and that its Maharashtra, Gujarat and ul;:ymhay lmlts‘?.':u only branches

to carry out the Party's work,

General Council speaks out

This line of thought was reinforced when the General Council of the
Swatantru Party, at its mecting in Bombay in February 1965, apgmmd of a
Statement on Organisation the relevant passage in which reads as follows:

“We must realise that there is only one Swatantra Party, and that is The
Swatantra Party. Our leader, Rujaji. put Lis Bnger on this truth as far back
as August 1859 in Bombay when he pointed out, in connection with our
attitude in regard to a regional controversy then current in Western India,
that there could not be one Swatantra Party in Bombay, another in Maha-
rashtra and a third in Gujarat. but that these should all function as branches
of a single Party.

“This is & fact which is commonplace in Brituin where the Conservative,
Liberal and Lahour Parties are organised with National Headguarters
in London, on the one hand, and Constituency organisations consisting ol
the candidate, the Agent (or Organiser), and local branch on the ather.
The size of our country certainly justifies our interposing an additional tier,
namely, the State unit. But that cannot mean that the State unit should
claim territorial authority, seek a momopoly of developing the Party in that
area, and question “interference” by the Centre, The National Executive
of the Party and the Parliamentary Board are there precisely to gufide and
direct the affairs of the Party throughout the length and breadih of the
country, whenever it is necessary in the Party's interests.”

The maintenance of this position the Party has taken is, in my view, 4 siie
qua non of its growth and even its very existence. When a man joins the Swi-
tantra Party in any part of the country, he does so not only because he accepts
the principles and programme of the Party but also because he Yooks to Rajujl
and the national leadership of the Pasty. By becoming o member, he expects
certain Fundamental Rights in the party such. for instanee, as his dght to vote
in elections freely and fairly conducted and his right to be consulted in the
evalution of Party policies. If he were to be told that he would be left un-
protected in case his rights were infringed by District or State office-bearers of
the Party, be would certainly think twice before joining the Purty.

The issue is a basic one. Is India one country and is the Indian citizen
throughout the country to enjoy the Fundamental Rights under the Constitution?
If the answer is in the affirmative, then the same principles eannot but apply
to the Swatantra Party and its members, The Praja Socialist Party has I'Ix"f.‘l"(:‘l[
and dwindled in the past few vears precisely because it allowed the leadership
at State levels to ga each its own way and to weaken the national character of
the Party. This is a1 warning the Swatantra Party will ignore at its peril.

Cadres, cadres

The thiee weaknesses I have mentioned above, namely, hardening of the
arteries, indiscipline and Statism. undoubtedly need to be checked; hut some-
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This is  challenge to the Party which it must meet in the New
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ANNEXURE €
Pallay,
Uchliarang Nagar,
ot 2

Revered Rajaji,
It is with a hewvy heart that 1 swrite this letter to you.

I was the Swatantra Party Official Candidate of Rajva Sahha - Cojarat
and 1 have been beaten, although the party has a ;ltmgIhD;; Blwﬂm guhnl

Assembly.

I am not interested in post-mortem, but 1 take you as an apostle of truth and
a fighter against untruth, and hence T put the following facts before you

(1) You know we four friends wrote to ven before last general election and
requested you that Mr Masani should contest for the parliamentary seat of Rajkot,
We promised all out help to Mr. Masani and aequitted ourselves to the best of
our abilities, although & member of Gujarat Swatantra Party Parliamentury Board
—Mr. Bhagwaniji Patel—was working against Mr. Masani. ;

(2) Mr. Bhailalbhai D. Patel and Mr. H. M. Patel were somehow against Mr.,
Masani and they were not very happy with my efforts. 1 foel they harboured an
ill-will towards me from this day.

(3) I had another tronhle also with Mr. Bhailalbhai but I considered the chapter
closed. The subsequent events show Mr. Bhailalbhai did not pardon me for heing
straightforward.

(4) When Gujarat Swatantra Party Couneil meeting gathered for deciding
their candidite for Rajva Sabha, in the presence of Mr. Dandeker, Mr. H, M.
Patel engineered an opposition against me in the party and a munber of members
vomited venom against me and [ was never given a chance to explain,

{5) The Central Parliamentary Board of Swatantra Porty stood finm on its past
promise and selected me as the Party candidate for Rajya Sabha. This shoold
have clinched the issue and Mr. Bhailalbhai and Mr. H. M. Patel should have
started to work for me in all carnestness,

(6) I am sorry to say Mr. H. ML Patel and Mr. Bhailalbhai did not reconcile
themselves to the decision of the Central Committee and maintained an attitude
of non-co-operition with me. I requested Mr. H. M. Patel to propose iy name
But he quietly passed it on to Mr. Bhailalbhai, Even Mr. Bhailalbhai did not sign
mv nomination form. Finally Yuvraj Shree Digvijysinhji of Wankaner sigoed my
nomination form. No office bearer of Gujarat Assembly Swatantra Party signed
mv nomination form and thereby suggested to the rebels that they can go on in
their activities without any fear of disciplinary action. This was a subtle move
l\I1T any one \\ifll COIMIMOn Sense can ||n|1l'r\!-"’li il‘_

(71 A meeting of the Gujarat State Assembly Swatantra Party Members was
held and ! was also invited to attend it. But when I went to that meeting, Mr.
Rhailalbhai guictly told me to go out and wait. 1 waited and waited, bt T sas
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never called. 1 was never given the opportuni ike of i
to address the Swatantra Party Msgunbly &?—m::p.u my repeated requests—

(8) Even during the personal contacts no member of Swatantra weept
Yuvraj Shree Digvijaysinhji—accompanied me. And when 1 moved about
non-Swatantra M.L.As. they made it a point of complaint against me.

(9)  Only when Baria Maharaja Jaideepsinhji came to Almedabad 1 saw some
propaganda going on in my favour, but it was too late then. Mr. Blailalbhai's
whip was also too weak. Mr. Pravinsinh—the State Party Secretary—came all the
way from Delhi as if to assure the rebels that they need fear no disciplinary action.

He never even cared to come and see me.

(10)  Mr. Bhailalbhai's resignation on 28th March was o pre-determined thing.
The only person in Gujarat to have resigned in protest against my betrayal is
Maharaja Jaideepsinhji. Mr. H, M. Patel cleverly asked the Swatantra Party
ALL.As: “Do vou want me to resign? The answer was loud ‘no’, and the matter
rested at that.

(11) Political parties are built up on healthy maditions. 1 am not o member of
Swatantra Party and nor do I intend to be one, but any honest man in Swatantra
Party will vouchsafe for the fact that T in company with friends went all out to
help Swatantra Party. We tried our level best to avoid triangular contests and
the results were encouraging. But the leaders of Gujarat Swatantra Party, in their
prejudices, have blurred out this image and it would be very dillicult to re-
establish it. People have felt that they cannot put their faith in Swatantra Party.
Mr. H. M. Patel and Mr. Bhailalbhai have not realised the grave harm they have
done to public life. Public life can never be built on intrigues and falsehoods,
Gujarat Swatantra Party leaders have their antagonism against Mr, Masani for
reasons best known te them (1 have found Mr. Masani an honest man and that
is just the reason why these intriguers cannot get on with him) and they have
wreaked their vengeance on me as Mr. Masani’s man.

Revered Rajaji, if this is the party you ereated for ousting the rotten Congress,
I think—so far as Gujarat is concerned—yon will have to face greater disappoint-
ments still. Swatantra Party of Gujarat needs large scale amputations more than
the Congress. People are fed up with the Congress, but where is the alternative?
Certainly not in the Swatantra Party in Gujarat. I would be happy to know your
reactions.

Yours truly,

Sd. Babhubhai P. Vaidya



ANNEXURE D
To September 28, 1967
Prof. N. G. Ranga,
President,
All-India Swatantra Party,
Bombay 1. s

My dear Ranga,

There are certain developments in regard to my constituency in Rajkot which
I think it is necessary to bring to the notice of the National Executive of our Party,
and I am taking the liberty of doing this through this letter to you.

2. In the weeks and months preceding the Jetpur Kisan Convention, which
were good enough to come all the way to attend, we became aware of the F::ll
that there was intense personal rivalry between two peasant leaders in Rajkot
District, viz., Mr. Ratibhai Ukabhai Patel and Mr. Bhagwanjibhai Patel. With
a view to try and prevent this antagonism from hurting our Party, 1 went all the
way to Mr. Bhagwanjibhai Patel's home in a village in Dhoraji Taluka accom-
panied by Mr. Dharamsinh Patel, the Gujerat Party’s Zonal Organiser, with a
view to invite him to join the Party. I told Bhagwanjibhai Patel that if he did so,
we should be glad to elect him General Secretary of the Rajkot District Unit,
which place had been kept vacant. Bhagwanjibbai kept stalling and said that hie
would join the Party, if at all, only on the eve of the next General Elections. He
also failed to turn up at the Jetpur Convention despite his promise to do so, while
Ratibhai Patel, as vou know, responded to our invitation.

3. After the Jetpur Kisan Convention, Ratibhai Patel joined the Party and, in
view of Bhagwanjibhai's declining to take up the position of General Secretary,
he (Ratibhai Patel) was nnanimously elected General Secretary of our District
Unit. This action of ours was evidently resented by Mr. Bhagwanjibhai Patel.

4. On Tth July, 1966, Bhagwanjibhai Patel published in the local press an open
letter addressed to me complaining that I had not bothered to represent in Parfia-
ment the problems of the farmers and others connected with groundnnt produc-
tion in Saurashtra. Since there had been a dozen occasions on which 1 had spoken
and written about the mistaken and unfair attitude of the Government towards
the groundnut growers, I sent him a reply pointing out how unfair had been his
complaint and giving instances to disprove it. Since his letter had already appeared
in the press, I too had to send my reply to the press.

5. On 4th Angust, 1966, 1 wrote to our State President, Mr. Bhailalbhai Patel,
expressing my misgivings about Bhagwanjibhai’s peculiar behaviour in the context
of a news report that he had applied for membership of the Swatantra Party.

I wrote:

“Bhagwanijibhai Patel has been behaving in a peculiar manner in r_cﬂlrd to
his correspondence with me. He first addressed a letter to me upbraiding me
for not raising in Parliament the jssue of the ban on the export of ground-
muts from Gujerat. Not only that, but he released a letter to the Press
before I could reply to it. T <ent him a replv on 7th July, which I too had to
give to the Press as vou and I had discussed when vou were here in Bombay



last. It was a reassuring letter and I would have thaught that he would have
gracefully accepted it and closed the matter. Instead of doing so, he has
addressed another letter to me on julyﬂmhes&dﬂhhﬁ

plaint against me. Joining the Party on one side ;
attempt at creating a grievance on the other appear to me to be a little diffi-
cult to reconcile, I have deliberately not replied to his recent letter and
would very much appreciate your guidance as to whether 1 should reply at
all and if so, on what lines 1 should reply. Frankly, 1 have no more to
add to what I said in my last letter. I can, of course, repeat what | said but that
may not be considered satisfactory, What do you advise? Do please let me
have an early line in reply in Bombay where | shall be for the next few days!

%

6. In his reply dated 17th August, 1966, Bhaikaka informed me that he would
handle the two quarrelling kisan leaders and said: “You need not reply to him”
I bowed to his wishes and did not continue my correspondence.

7. Efforts made by the District President, the Yuvraj of Jasdan, to meet
Bhagwanjibhai and try and work out some adjustment between him and Ratibhai
failed, since Bhagwanjibhai evaded meeting the District President.

8. On October 19, 1966, I therefore wrote to Bhaikaka again after the latter's
visit to Dhoraji, as follows:

“In this connection, | would like to bring to your notice a Press clipping
in the Nutan Saurashtra of 15th October from their Dhoraji correspondent
in the course of which it is mentioned that Bhagwanjibhai Patel told
Narendrasinh [hala and Navin Patel that [ was not taking any interest in
the problems of Kheduts and had failed to keep in touch with the rural
areas. According to the report. Mr. Bhagawanjibhai Patel said that "Mr.
Masani has either failed to give replies to the letters written by the Khedut
Samaj or has given evasive replies. Further, this led Mr. Bhagwanjibhud
Patel to wonder whether 1 would win the seat during the elections.

“This charge is of conrse completely false, As you will recall, 1 received two
letters from Bhagwanjibhai Patel one of which he released to the Press even
before 1 received it. To that, | gave an immediate reply which was also
published. When his second letter came, | consulted you and you asked
me, so as not to make the difficulties more acute, not to reply to him, and 1
therefore kept quiet for a while. Later however, when I was able to speak
in the Lok Sabha about the evils of the ban of the export of ground-nut oil,
{ promptly published in Jai Hind on 20th August) T wrote to Bhagwanjibhai
drawing his attention to the Speech and hoped it would please him. He
did not even have the courtesy to reply to my letter.”

9. Against this background, the Gujerat leadership decided to my surprise to
nominate Bhagwanjibhai to the State Parliamentary Board over the opposition
of Ratibhai Patel. Although, I had strong mental reservations which 1 mentioned
to Bhaikaka and his colleagues, 1 persuaded Ratibhai in the Party's interest not
to oppose Bhagwanijibhai's co-option to the State Parliamentary Board. At that
time, 1 heard a report that the State President had accepted from Bhagwanjibhai
a larze number of membership forms direct over the head of the District Unit.
Hut neither were the forms retumed to the District Unit nor any subscription
received.
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10.  From the time it was decided that 1 should be the Party’s candidate
Lok Sabha from Rajkot and throughout my month-long in the <
tuency, 1 received several reports that Bhagwanjibhai had

various places in the district asking people not to vote for me and

he would have me defeated. That he did not succeed is another matter, but
fact remains that his aim was to damage not only me but the candidates of
Party for the State Assembly from Jetpur, Dhoraji and Ugpleta.

EE?EEE

11. Some time after the General Elections, four responsible members of our
Dhoraji Taluka Committee complained in writing to the District President about
Bhagwanjibhai's anti-Party activities. The District President on 18th June, 1967,
wrate to the State President asking that disciplinary action should be taken against
Bhagwanjibhai. In that letter, he also warned the State authorities that efforts
were being made to validate certain outdated eorolment forms which hind been
got filled up by Bhagwanjibhai a year earlier by changing the date of the receipt
of these forms, which had remained in the State Office unused as the subserip-
tions for these forms had not been paid by Bhagwanjibhai who had held back the
amount. The District President pointed out that it would be most improper for
the State Unit to accept enrolment forms from Dhoraji over the head of the
Rajkot District Unit, particularly when these forms had been filled up by the
]persvoczlls concerned over a year back and should therefore be considered to have
apsed.

12. The Officiating General Secretary of the Party, Mr. N. Dandeker, also wrote
on 5th July, 1967, to the Gujarat State authorities drawing attention to the com-
plaint by the four members from Dhoraji and saying that prima facie the allegn-
tions would amount to misconduct of a very serious nature and would justify
severe disciplinary action. The Officiating General Secretary asked that this
matter should be diseussed at the next meeting of the State Committee and the
action recommended against Bhagwanjibhai Patel should be reported to the
Central Office for placing before the National Executive.

13. The Officiating General Secretary also drew the attention to the apprehen-
sion that certain enrolment forms which were not in order were being wrongly
accepted and wamed against such an irregular and improper procedure being
followed.

14. Far from the Gujarat leaders responding to the request from the Officiating
General Secretary of the Party and the President of the Rajkot District Unit, no
action whatsoever has been taken to investigate into the indisciplined behaviour
of Bhagwanjibhai but, on the contrary, a hundred forms which had lapsed were
aceepted and the District Unit was informed that these hundred members, neither
whose forms nor subscriptions had been received by the District Office, would
be participating in the Party elections in Dhoraji Taluka.

15. On 23rd September, 1967, so-called elections were held in Dhoraji Taluka
and Bhagwanjibhai Patel was elected President of the Taluka Committee. He was
elected on the Rajkot District Committee along with one of his own factional
supporters.

14. The effect of thus imposing Bhagwanjibhai Patel on the Rajkot Party as a
Taluka President and a member of the District Executive Committee can only be

19



Laat o P R 3% mE ..N‘l!lx4 he'h

L




