2.

-~ all the partiasg of the Lﬂtﬁ |
including 33P; and iRk

-- the Tana Ssngh and other RIS S
: Commnal Parties, 1 AL el R T
It was pointed out thet there were indications that
would favanr the formatisn of such a Partys and in faet
{'.he;,r werYe due very so-n to consider the proposal 'ﬁﬁ )
natisnal executive level; and if the Swatantra Fart
carne ir, a strong united democratic oppeoition party
emarpga as the only effective challenger fo the Congxi
not only during the ensuing mid-term slectiona(which
alrendy scheduled for West Denzal and U,F., and would
certainly tske place also within the next year o7 ¢
Bihar, FPunjab and ¥adhya Pradesh), put also in the Genezal
Blection of 1972. S ; i
Prof, Ranga and I indicated ocur reluctance teo go &l
the gugzestion becanse, we felt, 1t could raise moTs
oblems than it would sdve. The Swatantzra Farty
already a well established and well o rZenised par
notably in Bajsthan, Gujrat, mombay City, BoTa,
Andhra Pradesh and Qrissa, To merge this into a
with TED, PSF and other on the lines proposed
felt, prove g very difficult task as regar
us not only the renk and file of ouxr Farty
well-orzanised State Party Units. The HED b
prohlem hecause it was hardly one -'yen;-qﬁ 1
mi~ht not have to encounter aich difficulties
was already breaking up., Moreover, in the &
dnctrinal unity there was for ue 'Ii%n ures
XD and PSF had "socialism" as their
precisely hecanse of this thare was the
that our seurces nf finanece might well dr
with such a merged party, there would be ]
distinpuish it from the Congress Party. TI&
ancwer to this tn 8say that the new Farfy would
tn "Gandhian Spcialism", hecause most people !
the difference bpetween, thig and other variants g
tgocialiam®, I said that the phrase nGandhisn secial
was in fact a centradiction in terms hecauog Eahatim
Gandhi was opposed to "Scciallemt, . St



However, this suzgestion was mot wa
Charan Singh. He felt that while i
Politics and manifesto the (D on
this suggestion, there was the rea .
Swatantra Party's public image was,
--that of a Party of Rajas, Maharajas, Lan
Capitalists. The public Tiew of the
: there was no place in it for the 1lit
- 21l its policies tended to faVour big bu
scale farming, We argued about this a gr
was obViously an inconclusive argument becatise w
Ch.Charan Singh had ne gquarrel with the Swatantra Farty'a
principles, pPelicies and manifesto or its leaders, he was
: plainly allergic to its mubhlic imege. ik

5. The next alternative we supggested ms a media was that
in the ensuing mid-term electiong, whether iIn Vest mengal,
U.F., ot elsewhere, the Swatantra Farty md the FED shpuld
work together clpsely nn the pattern nf pur pre-Ganeral- |
Blection alliance with the Jana Congress Party in oxissa.
I added that we were equally eaper to work it in U.P, where
the PID, instesd of the Swatantra Farty, would be the likely
"ma jor partner®, I also mentioned that if such an arrsnge-
ment could be worked nut ad hg@ for U.F. apd alsavhers
(whenever and wherever thera were mid-term electinns) we
could even cnnsider extending some financial assistance %o
BKD. Both Prof. Renga and I emphakised that we saw greater

N possibvilities in this sort of arrangement ot this 11_1:‘:@ e
than in merging the two partiss (and othera) to form a new
rty.

6. | e ended up by agreeingz to give further thought to tne three
alterpitives and to keep our minds open concerning all of
them. =®ven so, I made it clear that any kind of mergexr
which required us expressly to accept "Socialism® as our |
wasic Frilesophy was unlilely to be acceptabla, Yeanwhile,

I promised to send to Ch.Charan Singh a coPy of the pre- "3
Rl ection "Commen Programme" we and the Jana Congress hlﬂ A
agreed to in nrissa in 1966 and alsp the Joint Declseabion ‘
we bnd signed about working together after the m*;hi?i,;.
whether in forming a Government (if we ‘&oﬁ!ih.ﬂ?_'l"l_';di. S
majority in the Lagislature) or in opposition to 2 w 8
Gavernman . e ety SR




