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Among the innumerable 'charges' being members would cooperate with the Drafting You will rememier that I znye41 had told
. made through the bourgeois press every day ColfllfllS8lon. . YOU at the meesing of the CEC that I do not
by the èpokesmen of the dogmatist splitters h order to meet any further apprehemIons it think any useful purpose will be seived by my
of our Party1 is One that the Party leadership W9.S made clear iersonally to Corn. E. M. 8. Nam- attefldIng the meeting, since you are not able.

boodirlpád and others that the Secretartat noem- even to have ag Commlthion. I recall..refused to allow an open, free and frank dis- rs agreed to associate with the entire work of your seif-justlilcatory remark that disagree-cussion on all controversial questions. the Commission a 'invitees' (without being for- meat. on the personnel of the COInmISSiOÜ.IèM.S. Namboodlrlpad has also been re- ma! members) anyone whom Corn, EMS and due solely to the Inslstenc made by us tha*
peatlng this 'charge' in his press conferences others wouldilke to be so amoclated. Surjeet should also be Included In theIn order that nil comrades and Interested I do not know what Is wrong inMends may judge for themselves what Is the f With retard to Corn. SurJeet' non-inclusion that insistence, since Corn, Surjeet was theas a formal member of the Commission.truth, we are publishing here the texts of three Corn. Dange's letter of Feb. 21 makes the position OfllY member of the xmi,oslte Secretariat of.Important documenta: : absolutely clear. Corn. Surjeet had been suspen- April to October 1962 .ho has been left out

U A circular letter dated Januaiy28 by Chair- ded by the PUsJab State Council from the State "'' Y liSt. (The other member of that
man a A. flange to nil members ofthe Draft- ecuUve for his behaviour In relation to Party °' COIfl SUfldTY3, h11flSlf did not

. lag Commission elected by the Central abrecutive f and records, and It would have been a Wflt tO hO th fld Iii hIS Place comrade
COmmittee tG prepare the documents for presen- of all Party forms, for lb to be P"' wn included). The delIberate
tatlon to the Natiosmi Council as drafts for th elected at just this time, as a full member of an refusal to include Cost. Snrieet waa therefore
pro-Party Congress discussion. importtht Party Commission. that you are notinterested In get-

ting the cooi,eration of those Who ar in dir- -.Corn, B. M S. Namboodlrlpad's reply to this The full txts of th three letters concerned With your polntOf view. I nsa afraidcircular (dated January 30, 1964). given here Corn. Namboodlrlpad was the t attitasie of youm Is likely to createCorn. a A. Dapge's reply to Coin. E. M. 8. only one of the bOYCOtteeS who replied to ointasiee in the way of functioning - of thew NainloodIripad's letter (dated February. 21, COflL Dange's letter. The other threeCorns. Commission. -

1964). Jyoti Basil, P. Ramamurthi and M Basava-
punniah did not reply, but when asked, var- ShiJ however, be happy to cooperate withThe facta are as follows: . st that they refused to attend. YOU If YOU - give up thIs' unjzzstiflable attitude.

The central ecutivé Committee at its 's factad the textot these letters show With greetings .
. meeting from January 12 t 17 adopted a re- clearly that all efforts were made by the Secre- tamy yousa,

- solution on the Seventh Congress of the CPX to ensure common cuiscusslons, but these , , Namboodiripadwhich named -the documents for the pre-Congress were spurned by Coni.. E M. 8. and others. The - . .

discussions wblch should be placed before the t1Uth is that certain comrades had made up
next meetthg of theNationai Council, and stated: their minds already to prevent under any excuse, Dage$ Rep lywrheee documents shall be drafted and pro- united preparation for the Seventh Party Con-

pared bg the .Draftln Coriunission composed gress. The boycott of the Drafting Commission .

of the Chairman of- the Party Comrade S. A..- meetin'rs wag only another steo In the splitting February 21, 1964. Dange, members of the Central Secretariat, activities ofthe left sectarian dogmatist faction. Corn. FL M. 8. NasnIsöOCIJrIPdCI,namely Comrades Bhupesh Gupta, M. N. Go- . COmrades E.M.S. and ,Tyotl Beau, by joining the -

vth.dan Nate, Dr. Z. A. Ahmad, P. C. Joshi, boycott, only helped the dogmatist splitters.
. Yogindra Sharma- and Romesh Chandra, asid . . EAR C0nLEMS,

. Comrades B; M. 5; Namboodiripad, Jyoti Beau,
P. Bawamurthl, S 0. Sardesal, M. Basavapun- arcuvar .

Yo letter dated JanuarY 30 declining toutah and Bhowani Sefl." . participate In the work . of the Commission
. b Is quite obvious fromthe very composition Which was elected by the CEO.

of the Commission, that the majority In the Jflg 28, 1964 The reason of your refumi to work on the
CEO wasmaking all possible effores to associate DEAR Comrade, Comiion is, as you say, tisat Corn. Surjeet

. representatives of the so-cailed-'left' and 'centre' . has not been included in the Commission. -You
with the preparation of the documents. That was . Th Drafting Commission whlèh was elected say that you are justified in ntJng. on histhe reason for. associating with the Seceptarint, by th'e Central Executive Committee to pro- inclusion and that I am unjustifled In refers-

. six other members of the CEO, including four pare the documents for pre-Congress discus- ing It. -

from the so-called 'left' and centre'. . sion to be placed before the next meeting of The reason you mention for your inlistence-

All these four membersComrades E. IL S. the National Council In April, .ffl meet in (sad that of those who wanted the sasre)- Is
Namboodiripad, Jyoti p Delhi from February 14 to 21. These dates were that Surjeet is "the only member of the corn-and )f boycotted agreed upon at the Initial-meeting of the Corn- posite secretariat of April to October, 1962 who

meetings of. the Drafting Commlsslon, thus re- flhlS8lOfl Ill DellS! on January 18. has been left out from your list."
fusing to discuss their points of difference with the week we propose to hold a pre- Yo it a si thatthe Secretariat and other CEO members. round of discussions, with a view to . the CEO did want to have a composite corn-arrive at an understanding on points of agree- of tren of thought and so propo-- d It-should be made clear that the practice, mentana cnsagreement, so that the first drafts red you, Jyoti Beu aad Sunclarayya of the-oldwhich has-always been followed, on such a then PrePared for further discussionDrafting Commission Is that if agreement Is not composite Secretariat to be on the Cornmla-

. reached, all members of the Drafting commission, has been agreed that as has been the sion. But then Sinthryy did not want to be
there and he proposed and you all agreed withwhether they are 1n a majority or a minority, earlier, in case we are unable to tm that he should be replacecj by Basavá-are entitled to submit their documents - to the or at unanimous documents, all documentsNational COuncil. - prepa iy memi,érs of the Commission will

This was again and further made clear in S. A. planed l,efore the National Council. We, V?Y Chafl YOUZ' P?OPOSltIOh that.
Dange's letter of January 28; In which-he sped- however, hope that the discussions In-- the the Commission should tate the coiour of the
flcallystated: help to narrow down differ- old cornisosite SCCYtint WS iVfl uP by you.

. "It has been ad that as has been the encea to the minimum. be Commission die- But then why did you insist on Sureet and
practice earlier, in case we are nflasieto arrive cusslons can be an Important contribution to- Y did I OpPOSe? Not because be belonged to
at unanimous documents, all documents pre. viards Party unity, and we, therefore, hope the composite Secretariat. .

by. members of the Commission will be . you will do your best to attend these preilmi-. I objected became Corn. SUrJeet has been
placed before the National Council, We, how- . nary meetings in February. . Suspended by the Punjab State Council from

, ever, hone that the discussions in the Cominis- With greetings, . . the State Executive for hav1n disrupted Party
stan will help to narrow d*wn differences to . p1y y work by his wrong behaviour in relation to the

- the minimum." . : . . - S. A. Dange Parry funds and Party records after the No-
There was thus. not the slightest ground for . Chairman : rember resolution;- I tired not go Into the dé-

any apprehension that decialon' of any sort tailS of that here. - .

Your proposal was to repudiate and humi-
'majority'. - . . :

f4050 Reply . ectio, iy appointing comracie surjeet on a -

.would be taken by the Drafting by
Hate the PunIsh Council which took that

.

Corn. B. M S. Nanzboodlripad In lila letter of .
January 30, gIves as his reason' for boycot - . .

hinhOr lo I could certainly not agree
ting the Drafting Commission, the non-inclus1on. Trivandrum '1th that hence I opposed and hence -you
of corn. Surjeet In the Commission. He raised January 30, 1964 iflSiS . -

You ask me to. change my attitude. May Ithe whole Issite to one of excluding a member of : Comrade -Dange, . .

request you to do the same and not help dis-the "composite Secretariat of April to October - -

saUve activities under the guise bf "neutra-1962". ........ . - . - I have received your letter of lanuary f
At no time during the discussion in the CEO ia8. NA) from which I learn your decision 50on11e4 "cornPosltd unitY"? -

-meeting was this 'agreement' made. In fact the hold the Commission meeting and your de- Greetings, :dC discussion closed with -the hope that all . mat I aim attend th&same. . A flange
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