|
|
!
|
i

A '
Y Shri R.D.Patel,
36, Gomtivas, A T
Vit Vallabh Vidyanagar. /.7 (1., )
¥ - Via. Anand. \ S T L '
Datel? ~7-1974, Sl

le spected Sir Masaniji, "
I raceived the cony of the letter shich have written to Shri
|

"Pilno Mody.

I am sorry for I could not find mysslf to be able to know why
you are opposing the dissolution of swatantra party for the formetion
of & National Altsrnative. When the Swatantra Party was formed you had

- never though
persons had left the Congress and apnroached Hajaji, then formed the

Swatantra Party. Do'nt you think that it was a puny affair with which

1t about providing any justification. A small group of few

ag80Ci-

nshi, Prof. W.G.Ranga and yourself wexe
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Shri Rgjaji, Shri K,i.]
~ated ? You also had an opportunity to anlirge the varty from a puny

affair o a big and sbtrong opposition party. In the new party slso
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if you are prepared to join work as meu had worked in Swatantra Party
5

in the past, it can be stronger one, which may provide credible image

to the aspirations of the peopdfe,ie should not try to forget that’

when the Swatantra Party was fomed, it was a sm=11 group only, while

in Nationsl Alternative there are many groups to be merged.
e can sny that it is much mord better if DMK snd ikalis join us

in the new party, but it is not advisable today to assoclate with

Jansangh and Congrsss (0}, You know that all the seven or Ten parties
Hon-Commini st and Fon-Marxist. Positively we can

are nofi~Congress,
have no objection in joining with them in a one pariy with new name,

1

new flag and new symbol., You also know that the policies, programme
s5 (0) are the@ same as that of Conzress

and economic phykrosophy of congre:
(R) . We can say that as both the parbties believs in control, quotas,
socialism, Co-op. & collective farming amd ceiling

pemits, Licences,
are fully communist and party Marxist. Jsnsangh
2g in

on propercvies, they.
is goodk but it is well-known as a communalist party and it beliew
getting the justice in the streets as in case of Marcist party, and

hence it is not in the interest of resl democritic phylosophy of the

new party to get any of them today. If they are prepared today to
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Jjoin in the nmew party, they shall ﬁr;,r to lint:'corl}ice their sbatist (S‘ocie_\lisﬁ] ;
—-policies diluting the originai phylosophy and principt@s of Swatantra
Party. You e must have mad in the news papers about the opinions of
Ashok Mehta, ,Hitendra.De sai and Bsbubhai Jashbhai etc. on the Swatantra
Party and the new partj. They say that they cannot sit with Swabtantra Party
and cannot join the new party bscalise both of them do not believe in
gocialism. |

If this is the a2l posi‘tion. today, then why are you trying to put
unnscessa¥y hindrances in the beginning of the wsy of honest and since
efforbs made by Shri Piloo Mody to 'bring‘about 'bm; party system in India,
which is more esseutial toduy than it T.}as in the p.ast.

The stutement of the policies of a new party with which you have
agreed covers almost a1l the policids oi; Svatantra Party, with few
nomingl exceptions, W‘ﬂy are you afraid &5f the press statemsnt issued by
SPP ? If 211 the leaders of S&-fatan’bra i’az'tz,r Join in the nei parby and
fully support the statement of policies, good solutions can be found out,
aﬁd the facts can be well-é‘_explained before the leaders of other partiss
in the cases of difficulties.

You do not prefer the company of Biju Patnaik, Dr.Ram Subhag Singh,
Vr. Ra] Marain and Mr, Chamansingh in the new party. In Inﬁié, you will
raxjely find any politician who is serupulous, honest and sincsre. ;i‘ .
we want to provide credible image to the psople and have a stronger
party we will have rely upon such persons, ci_f_.‘cgt_z_z;se to a limited extent.
Gven today, you will find such 1eadersr in-Congress (0) also, with whom
you want o associate. 4 seens from the last letter of Shri Pildo
Mady thet yourself and Rajajl were prepared th join Swatantra with BED
and SSP undér the new ngme, new flag and new symbol, during the years of
about 1973., and you had allowsd ths OrissaSwatantra Paﬁy to form g
coalition Govh. with Biju Patnaik. Then why today you are opposing?

It is only because of Shrl Piloo Hody ? I also remember your press
~statement re.gazdiﬁg the dissolution of the Swatantra Farty. You should
not forget that the Congress (0) veoples are more responsible than
any otheT groups oT party for today's c‘risis.-

I hope we gll shall try to suit ourselves with the resolution

passed by our National Executive on 7th ipril, 1974 in order to ...

o
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rerove the dﬁéms prevailing in our political life in the
_confusion created in the minds of the electrorate.

You cannot say, for the sake of maling wider publicity, that
there is 1Jidef3pma,cl oppositlon f,o the new partyds proposal -nd
rmany 0;? the members will not acceptj, I think the matter which you
bhve collected seemé to have b'een ‘s{.:isted. Only Tamil f‘IéduJ Mzharashtra
and Delhi have opposed,. From Gujarat, our Gemmal Secretary haed given
his personal opinion which cannot be treated as the opinion of State
Counecil. |

You.aré not aware of the féct that why Tamil Fzdu is opposing.
On 9th June, 1974 after the meeting of National Counc;l'_l w'a;s oOVS Ty
Hp, Devnathen of Temil Nedth had expressed his views in the presence
of Myself, our G.5. & Girish Dholabhal Patel as under:-

"WYe do not mind if the party is dissolved and a ney 'oarty is
fpmed, but we oppose only becguse Mr. Lachcl%‘?mna supports Shri Piloo
Mody' On the second day Shri G,R.N;rsinham were hearsd sa.y:mg that
it is better the partj is @issolved and we be ahsorbed in congress (Q).
My, Girish Munshi from Maharashtrs had opposed but he had also said
that he is not against merger. Lt. Col. H.R,Pasricha from Dalhi has
opposed, but the m:z.:s,ons he has given in his.letter and at the mée*b—
negabtive.

I do not find these are the proper reasons to oppose the dis-
~solution in favour of fbrmationiof a new party.

When all these locgl parties are pmﬁamd to zet dissolwved
along with S\-ra’r;antra de’ty, the JYationsl Mternative can be fomed
%0 pnl)zride a strong oprosition against wuling parby, which will be
stronger theﬁ Janse ngh and Congress (0). It ssems that gmldual‘ly
 goma leadé'rs and workers fmm Congress (0) and Jaa_nsé.ngiz mey think
o join the new party. de are ﬁz:\[ing to provide a common plabfom,
Thig is just a beginning to bring out the potential and moral support
from the public, and if no party takes the initiztive, then who will
do this ? I ecan say that not only the leade x:s but each and every mem-
~bar of the Swatantra Pa.rty' Shbuld be worried shout yor=mied about

what is haprening in this country because we are the real democrates.



a4

*

I do not thi nk una;s: the Sug{_‘estlona given by you cm B accwted
by Majori uur of t‘ze members.,

Your suggestion re-arding the preparation of a genuins consalidatioﬁ',
maintaining the p;arty’s individual 1dem113y “o our coming together with
others on a'common programme for 'Uni t,; in Actvion', cannot be accepted.

I an .fsoz"ry ‘for we could not maintain unity in Action among the
leaders of the Swatantra Party, while we are talking about common progra-
«~mme and um‘b,r in action with other narﬁ?es" |

Tow remember our "gran@ gllignes of 1971 under your presidentship.
We being a little more stronger, had given wider opport'unities to Jdynsangh
and Congress (0) to conlest on more seats. e could not bargain for more
se-a;ts on the basis of 1967, e had rather more bitier expdrience in
lGujarat‘.,_

‘Anr.? todaey when the Swantantra Party' is as like as a dead body, shall
we be prepared for the same allisnce again 7 If today the grand alliance
is made, Jansangh & Congress (0) will not all”mw us to contest even on a
single szat in all the sbates excepling Rajst‘h‘zm, Orissa, & Tamil HNadu.
The result shall be that our individual entity will remain only on a piece
of 2 papelr, our policies and principies will have no placs in Indian
Politic a. and almost all the workers of our party will prefer to join in

- Jansangh and #r Congress(0). Gradually our party shall be automatically

dissolved without heving a principled Nationgl Alternative as o strong

()

opposition party,

-¢s5 relating to finance and other means. We had - tsken the note of our £is

fingneial difficultiies dn our mid=term rsport bf 1970, but we could not

b

find out the solution . Ue could not do any thing in respect of the

triple programme of activity as decided by the party (on page Ho. 31

of MEd-tern Report), but grsdually our leaders became idle & inactive,
shift ting the responsibilities on sach other. Youwsre keenly intesrested

only during the bstter period of the party. You were actively interested

+111 you were the member of Parliamsnt. But after your greve defeat in

Rajlot, you had immediately lefi the presidentshin o the party when you

Hay
il

were really needed by the party. I szm unzble to find such 5 president in

any of the politieal parties, Later on you rem=ined completely inactive

* = . 0--5.-;
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which you were not expected to be, and today we w1l know the real condi~

tion of the parby wlien our country is passing in a criticel period and our

@democracy is ab an end, and hence there is nothing wrong if the party is

digssolved to form a new party with ﬁhe sanie principles. B

Partf;r, we are not loyal to the real policies of the party. IE gEn
say that our party had allowed Orrissa Govt., to nationalize the Text-Books
businegs, to put ceiling on land snd our samé Orissa Govt.. could not
.;;llo:‘r the farmmers to sell their Rice.in the free market, while today we
are talking about our pé)lic;i% and the farmers.

Your suggestion of convel‘*ting the party into a serff‘icg or constructive
work orga;ﬁ.zation also canmnot be accepted . Tour sug‘ge_.s.tion is hetter but
today we are too late to decide and function accordingly. If constructive

or'd eduecative or social work had been started by your goodself probably

~betwsen 1969 and 1971, tlg\gugh youth activities, toduy not you but ws

could have opposed tne dissolution, But we did not care about the party,
its organization, its youth activities and its financial and otler rzsour-

-ces, and we want o continue <the party simply for barking. doing nothing

.

in the interest of the democracy of our country.
Tou are giv:»‘_zﬁg the illustrations of Rojaji, Jaiprakash Farsyan,
N |
Acharya Krinlani and \Ta,m. Palkhiwalae. I hope you would be well aware of
the fact that except Hanl Palkhiwala all were well-known politicians in
their times and were attached to various political parties for a longer
. |
period during  their 1ife and were able to make a 'good show during the
po‘l_iticéi period. While +oday they (except Rajaji) having been raia;-_tad
with constmtc'biwé ‘-.-mrl-:, are unable to build up. public imege . Mo doubt,
I also have great respect for then. Mr, Nani Palkhiwgla is an expert ‘in
consbitutional Laws and excellant braln, but is known to g very little
percentage of educated class, while nobody lanows him out of the wide-
spreaﬂ votors in the villages of Indila.

IOur late Shri Bhailkaka had become well-known lto the public during his
poli'tic"al 1ife than ever befors, and :his contribution %o our democracy is
alsoc an Luﬁqgé' one. Gujarat Khedut Samej being a non-Folitical and
strongey lorgmﬁiz-ation canno® _fuﬁction effectively, \,rhile']{hedut Sengh ,

which was formed by Bhaikaka, as a political organ of Swatentra Party,

.!ISQ"
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had got many decisi Lajfen by Govermment in thm t Of the farming
‘c-.onmtm:_ty The young studonus of Gujarat could w,\me anky buCause "
political Im suppoxt of various partJﬁes and onelﬁal leadars.
T hope you will think again in the case

Thanlking you,

Yours since rﬂgﬁ




