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COMMENT 1 

 
WITH  NO  REGRETS 

 
Nobody had shed tears over the PSP’s decision to quit the United Front. The party chose 
to plough a lonely furrow in the last general election evidently because neither of the left 
alliances had the kind of treatment that could make it acceptable to the PSP. Its uneasy 
relationship with the UF started after the election results had been known, and it is 
doubtful if the party would have adopted the same course had it been returned in 
sufficient strength to give the Congress a majority. Its meager strength of seven had been 
reduced by defection to three before the Assembly was dissolved; its only contribution to 
post-election politics in the State was an element of uncertainty. Its association with the 
UF did not prevent it from joining the anti-Communist chorus, and its central and State 
leaders competed with Mr. Chavan in circulating horror stories about West Bengal. On 
labour and peasant problems the PSP was more on the side of the Congress than of the 
UF. If it had a modicum of honesty it would have left the alliance before launching such 
an attack. The PSP leaders would have one believe that they continued in the Front not 
out of love of office but out of a sense of patriotic duty to keep the Communists on leash. 
The party has now opted out presumably because it feels it can perform the task better 
from without. Of course, some elements in the party are unhappy, but whether they 
prevail or not is not of much importance. 
 
The PSP in West Bengal has not been much of a political force. Its post-election 
opportunism was more a drag on the UF than help. The wail over its decision to quit is, 
therefore, hard to understand. The BKD stands on a slightly different footing, for the 
Bangla Congress emerged from the last general election as the third biggest party of the 
State. Also, its association with the UF was less casual, the frequent antiques of Mr. Ajoy 
Mukherjee notwithstanding. Though the leader of the UF, Mr. Mukherjee himself set the 
trend of which the decisions of the PSP and the national executive of the BKD are the 
culmination. He was present at the Delhi meeting of his party and must have been a party 
to the decision to quit the UF. The plea that he had been railroaded into it will convince 
none. The UF should beware of a leader who can be lured or bullied into any decision. 
Whether the fence-sitting State leaders of the BKD finally ratify the decision of their 
national executive or not, the UF cannot evade this issue. There must be a limit to 
concession to reluctant allies. The BKD would like the heavy erosion of its strength from 
successive defections to be ignored. Some other parties may think up other pleas in 
support of their inordinate claims. 
 
Above all remains the question of a common programme. Last year’s 18-point 
programme, hurriedly drawn up and accepted by the constituent units, was a monument 



of compromise and vagueness. Yet it proved more a source of discord than of united 
action. The experience of nine months in the government should have taught the UF that 
only programmatic unity lasts. Even if all the fourteen parties had decided to remain in 
the Front and were able to agree on the question of allocation of constituencies, the risk 
of breakdown over a common programme would have remained. For agreeing to a 
common programme the recalcitrants would have extorted –or would extort, for there 
may be more of them in the UF –a heavy price, and in all likelihood there would not have 
been much of a programme left. The CPI’s compromise on the status of Urdu in Bihar is 
a pointer. This topsy-turvy approach in which programme comes last and is riddled with 
compromises landed the UF in a predicament last year. It is about to repeat the mistake in 
its anxiety to retain as many parties in its fold as possible. This shows a lack of awareness 
of the mood of the people and also confidence in them. If a so-called third force emerges, 
the electorate will put it in its place; the left parties in the UF need not lament and recant 
and adopt an anaemic programme. By such compromises they will harm themselves and 
become partners of reaction. The present trend calls for firmness and a great measure of 
self-confidence than the left parties appear to have. Vacillation will weaken them, for the 
middle path leads more than one kind of “nirvana”. 


