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Mid-Term Elections

Adam Adil

AS a result of large-scale defections and instability
of United Front Ministries mid-term elections are
forced upon Punjab, Uttar Pradesh, Bihar and West
Bengal. Nearly 7,000 candidates of all kinds of politi-
cal persuasions and also independents are contesting
1,167 seats. The outcome of the elections will affect
the destiny, either for good or for bad, of approxi-
mately 170 million people. Apart from the propaganda
of various political parties who are appealing to 101
million voters, who constitute approximately 40 per
cent of the country’s total electorate, it is obvious that
the political stability and economic progress of these
States depend upon the emergence of stable govern-
ments in the wake of mid-term elections. Let us hope,
therefore, that the electorate will demonstrate enough
political maturity and foresight so as to ensure that
there would be no repetition of the sordid state of
affairs which necessitated the mid-term elections.

It is interesting that these four States were under
non-Congress governments, as Congress had lost its
‘hajority in the last General Election. When non-
Jongress governments took over in some of the States,
chere was a general feeling of satisfaction in the country
chat the monopoly of power which Congress had held
since freedom had been broken. Even many a liberal-
minded Congressman welcomed the new power set-up.
It was considered a good augury for the establishment
of healthy democratic traditions in the country.

But the satisfaction which was felt at the emergence
of non-Congress governments was short-lived. The
hopes which were aroused by the United Front or
coalition of various anti-Congress political parties to
form non-Congress governments more particularly in
the Punjab, Haryana, U.P. Bihar and West Bengal
were soon dashed to the ground.

Instead of forging real unity for the common pur-
pose of maintaining political stability and economic
progress of the States under their rule and demon-
strating a measure of responsibility and maturity, the
political parties within the non-Congress United Front
began to fight amongst themselves over minor partisan
issues. Each political party tried to extend its political
influence at the expense of other political parties.

Ministers representing particular political parties in
the coalition functioned independently from others
with the result that there was no coordination bet-
ween them. It was also suspected that each Minister
tried to fill his department with the activists of his
own party.

Worst of all, the law and order situation in almost
all the States under United Front Governments
deteriorated sharply. In West Bengal there was almost
a total breakdown of civil authority. Gheraos and
terrorisms became the order of the day. The semi-
Communist labour Minister, openly encouraged
Gheraos by declaring that they constituted a legiti-
mate form of trade union activity. Because of these
terrorist tactics of Communists who constituted the
leading party in the United Front, the economic pro-
gress of West Bengal suffered a sudden set-back. All
industrial activity came to a halt and nearly half a
million people became victims of unemployment. The
United Front Chief Minister, Mr. Ajoy Mukherjee,
who had joined the Bharatiya Kranti Dal, became a
helpless spectator of the decline of political and social
life. He was unhappy and resentful of Communists,
even decided to resign as a protest, but ultimately
backed out. He proved too weak to resist Communist
manoeuvres within the United Front. Further in West
Bengal, Naxalbari became a signal for starting a
country-wide movement, led by extremist left Com-
munists, for the violent overthrow of the democratic
regime and creation of chaos and anarchy in the
country. Worst of all, Naxalbari was Chinese-inspired
and swore by Mao’s thoughts especially with Mao’s
dictum that power grew out of the barrel of the gun.

Some of the United Front governments blamed the
Congress organisation and the Union Government for
their own failure to deliver the goods. They contended
that the Union Government did not cooperate with
non-Congress State Governments and discriminated
against them in the matter of allocation of funds and
other resources. This charge was rebutted by the
spokesmen of the Union Finance Minister, challenged
the critics to prove the charge. The charge was not
substantiated.

This criticism of the United Front government does
not necessarily imply that the emergence of Congress
governments after the mid-term elections would im-
prove matters and that the electorate in these States
should vote Congress. As a Congressman, I would
expect the electorate to vote Congress; but as a dis-
passionate observer of political events in the country,
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