- 1964).

Among the innumerable charges bemg
made through the bourgeois press every day
" by the spokesmen of the dogmatist splitters
of ‘our Party, is one that the Party leadérship
refused to allow an open, free and frank dis-
cussion on all controversial questions. .

E MS. Namboodiripad . has ™ also ‘been re-
®peating this ‘charge’ in his press conferences.

‘In ordér that all ~ comrades and- interested
friends may judge for. themselves what is the
truth, we are publishing here the texts of three -
~ important documents: - :
! A circular letter dated January.28 by Chair-

man 8. A, Dange to all members of the Draft-

‘ing Commission elected by the Central Executive
Committee to prepare the documents for presen- -

- tation to the National Council as drafts for the
pre-Party Congress discussion, .
Com. B. M. 8. Namboodiripad’s reply to this
circular (dated January 30, 1964)..

"Com.-8. A, Dange’s reply to Com. E. M. 8.
Namboodlrlpad’s letter ‘(dated February 21,

. The facts are as follows:

a The Central Executivé  Committee at its
meeting from January 12 to 17 adopted a re-

-solution on the Seventh Congress of the CPI
which named the documents for the pre-Congress
discussions which should be placed before the

Hext meeting of the'National Council, and stated:
“These documents shall be drafted and pre-
pared by the Drafting Commission composed
of the Chairman of the Party Comrade S. A.-

- Dange, members of the Central - Secretariat,
namely Comrades Bhupesh Gupia, M. N. Go-.

‘vindan - Nair, ' Dr. Z. A. Ahmad, P.C. Joshi,
- . Yogindra ‘Sharma and Romesh Chandra, and

" . Comrades E. M. §: Namboodiripad, Jyoti Basu,

" P. Ramamurthi, 8. G. Sardesai, M. Basavapun
niah and Bhowani Sen.” .

b of the Commission, that the majority in the
CEC was making all possible efforss to associawe
representatives of the so-called-left’ and ‘centre’.

" with the preparation of the documents. That was .

v
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the reason for assoclating with the Secretariat, -
gix -other ‘members of the CEC, including fOur
_from the so-called ‘left” and centre'

G - All these four members—Comrades E. M. S

.and” M. Basavapnnmah—deuberately boycotted "
meetings of the Drafting Commission, thus re--
fusing to discuss their points- of difference with .
the: Secretariat and other CEC members,

d 1t ‘should be ‘made clear that the practice

Drafting Commission is that if agreement is not -
“reached, all members of the Drafting Commission,

whether they are in a majority or & minority, °

are entitled: to submlt their documents to the
National Counecil. .
This was again and further made clear in s. A

Dange’s letter or Ja.nue.ry 28, in which he specl-

ﬁcally stated

o “lthasbeenagreedthatashasbeen the -

practice earlier, in case we are unable to arrive

at unanimous documents, all documents pre--

‘pared. by members oftheCommissionwlllbe
. -Dlaced before the ‘National Council. We, how-
| - ever, hone that the discassions in-the Commis-

sion will help to narrow down diﬂerencm to
. the mindmnm. .

.There was thus not. the slightest ground ‘for
‘any apprehension’ that - ‘decislon’ of any . sort
~would be- taken by the: Draftlng Commisslon by
'majority

e January 30, gives as his ‘reason’ for boycot-
ting the Drafting Commission, the non-inclusion:.
‘of Com. Surjeet In- the' Commission.
the whole issue to one of excluding a miember of

the “composite Secretariat of Apru to October -

119627,
At no time: durlng the dlscusslon in the CEC
‘meeting was this ‘agreement’ made. In fact the

il CEC discussion closed with the hope that all .

It is quite obvipus from the very composition . ;

Namboodiripad, Jyoti Basu, P. Ramamurthi .

which has'always been followed, on such &

Com. E. M. 8. Namboodiripad in his letter of . .

He ‘raised\ -

members would cooperate with the Draftlng

Commission,
In order to meet any further apprehensions, it

‘was made clear personally to Com. E. M. 8. Nam-

boodiripad and others that the Secretariat mem-
. bers'agreed to associate with the entire work of
the Commission as ‘invitees’ (without being for-
mal members) - anyohe whom Com. "EMS and
others would- like to be 50 associated. :

‘With regard to Com. Surjeets non-inclusion

as a formal member of the Commission,

, Com. Dange’s letter of Feb. 21 makes the position

~ absolutely clear. Com. Surjeet had been suspen-

ded by the Punjab State Counecil from the State
Executive for his behaviour in relation to Party
funds and records, and it would .have .- been a
total. violation of all Party forms, for him to be

elected at just this time, as a fuil member of an -

important Party Comm!sslon )

The full texts of the three letters concerned
are given here. Com. Namboodiripad was the
only one of the boycottiees .who replied to
" Com. Dange’s letter. - The, other three—Coms,
Jyoti Basu, P, Ramamurthi and M. Basava-

punniah did not reply, but when asked, ver- |

" bally stated that they refused to attend.
These facts.and the texts of these letters show

clearly that all efforts were made by the Secre-

tariat fo ensure common discussions, but these

were spurned by Conl. E. M. 8. and others. The -

truth is that certain comrades " had - made up
their minds already to prevent under any excuse,
united preparation for the Seventh Party. Con-
gress. The boyeott of the. Drafting Commission
meetings wag onlv another steo in the splitting
activities of the left sectarian dogmatist faction.
Comrades EMS. ‘and Jyoti Basu, by joining the
boycott only helped the dogmatist sputters :

Dange s Clrcu!ar

: . ' January 28 1964
@EAR Comre,de, ]

The Drafting Commlssion which was elected
‘by the Central Executive Committee to pre-
pare the documents for pre-Congress - discus-
sion to be placed before the next meeting of
‘the National Council in April, will meet in
Delhi from February 14 to 21. These dates were
‘agreed upon at the initial-meeting of the Com-
“misgion In Delhi on January 18.

During the week, we propose to hold a pre-

liminary round of discussions, with a view to .

" arrive at an understanding on points of agree-
ment-and disagreement, 5o that the first drafts

-may. then be prepared for further discussion
\ March. ¢ .

It 'has been agreed that as has been the
practice .earlier, in case we are wunable to
‘arrive at unanimous documents, all documents
prepared by members of the Commission will
. be-placed before the National Council. We,
‘however, hope. that the .discussions- in- ‘the
_ Commission will help to narrow down differ-
‘ences. to the minimum. The Commission dis-
cussions can be an important contribution to-
wards Party unity, and .we, ‘therefore, hope

++you will.do your best to attend these prelimi- o

.. nary meetings in February

: ) With greetings, Fra.ternally yours',
, 8. Al Dange
‘ an .

E M S s Repiy
'l‘rivandmm

R BEAR. Comrade Dange, o

.- 1 have received your Tetter ‘of January 12

: (28—Ed. NA) from which I learn your decision

" to’hold the Commissioni meeting and your de-
sire that ‘l aJso attend the same, - ]

. NEWAGE

'you at the meeting of the CEC that X do not

‘from your list,” {The other member of that

‘obstacles in the way of fnnctlonlng o! the

" composite Secretariat to be on the Commis-

.-why did I oppose? Not because he belonged to-

. January 30, 1964
o " request.you to do the same and not help dis--

" ruvtive activities under the guise of "neutra-
- lity” and so-ca.ued "composlte unity”?

‘You will remember that X myseu had told

thlnkanyusefulpllmosewillbesemdbymy
attending the meeting, since you ‘are not able
even to have an-agreed Commission. ¥ recall .
your self-justificatory remark that. disagree-
ment. on the personnel of the Commission.is
due solely to the insistence made by us that
Com. Surjeet. should also be included in the
Commission. I do not know what is wrong in
that insistence, since Com. Surjeet was the
only member of the composite Secretariat of. .
April to October 1962 ‘who has been left out

Secretariat, Com. Sundarayya, himself did not '
‘want to be there and in his place ecomrade:
Basavapunniah wag included). The -delfberate ~
refasal to include Com. Surjeet was therefore
clear proof that you are not interested In get-
ting the cooperation of those who are in dis- -
agreement with your point of view. I am afraid
that this attitude of yours is likely to ereate’

Commission.
1 shall, however, be happy w cooperate with
you .if you.give up this* nnjnstrﬂahle attitnde.

With greetings,
T Fraternally FOUrS,,
e E. MS. Namboodirlpad

Danges Reply :

Febmary 21 1964 .

Com. E. M. 8. N'amboodiripad,
TRIVANDRUM.

@EAR Com.EMS

‘Your letter ‘dated January 30 decllning to
participate in the work . of. the Commission-
which was elected by the CEC.

The reason of your refusal to work on the
Commission is, as you say, that Com. Surjeet
has not been - included in the Commission. ¥ou
say that you are justified in insisting.on his
mchil:ion and that I am unjustiﬂed in refus-
ing it.

The reason you mentlon for your insistence "
(and that of those who wanted the same)- is
that Surjeet is “the only member of the com- -
posite Secretariat of April to October, 1962 who
has been left out from your list.”

" Your point is in'a way correct. It shows that
the CEC did want to have a composite com- .
mission of all trends of thought ang so propo-
sed you, Jyoti Basu and Sundarayya of theold

slon. But then 'Sundarayya-did not want to be
there and he proposed and you all agreed with-
him that he should be replaced by Besava-
punniah,

By that very change your propositlon that
the Commission should take the eolonr of the
oldcompositeSecretaﬂatwasgivennpbyyon. 8

But then why did-you insist on Surjeet and -

the composite Secretariat. .

I objected because Com. Surjeet has béen
suspended by the Punjab State Council from
the State Executive for having disrupted Party |
work by his wrong behavionr in relation to the |E
Parly funds and Party records after the No- -
vember resolution. I rieed net go into the de-
tails of that here. - : R

Your proposal was to repndlate and humi- |§
liate the Puniab Council which took that"
action, by appoeinting Comrade Surjee‘t on a
higher Commission; I could certainly not agree
msisted.mat and hence I opposed and heénce -you

You ask me to change ‘my attrfude ‘May I

" Greetings,
‘s, A Dange





