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Members presents- Iavitegi 07?'“,» w0
v 17,:\.,

1, u,‘q.no . de m. "oo -;"5 ) :..’
2, Shared - 2, Yasihpal, % < .
3+ Tagore #-Biras.
4, Pandya 4o Batliwmla,
5. Gayatriv v"‘f{' s

xs. PG 1~§+14 Te 2k A, ﬁlt;

Proposed agenda:-

1. Political report by Political Seevetary,
2. International sitvation aith special reference to:e

3.
4.
Se
6,

- Draft world Pal{tical Resolution of UBFI,
- Peyu,Iran,Nicaragua Afghasiistan etc.

Women’s movemsnt in India - by isha asd Gayatri.

Problems of Dglits ans .

Industrial Relation’

Organizational Bemort with cther organizational problems,
Decision:- Above agenda accepted,

J.Political Report:-
~ Presented by Political Secretary. Sharad,
Tiscussionte

Decisionie

Asha suggested three ammendments which wers aocepted,

- Mﬂg&n, n‘ldkol'e, sh“u.

The overall genexal oytline of the politjocal report acoeptod unanimo-
usly,
- See appendix I for the political Roport,

2.Jrnternational Situation;. _
A, World Draft Political Resolufion of USFI

n:~ Sharad, Magan, Asha, Yashpal,

In liqht of the discussions,to write a letter to U.S.F.I. expre-
ssing views of C.S. on the world draft Political Resclution of
U.S.Fel. *. Appendix - II,

L, Ferute

Sharad, Magan, Yashpal.

C. Iran, Afghanistan, Nicaracua - Yashpal and Sharad,

3. Women’s movement in India:-
- Com.Asha presented a draft on the women’s movement in India,

- See Appendix III,

Discussion:~ Sharad, Magan, Yashpal, Asha.
Decision := 1, To send the draft to U,sec. of F.I. as the contribution of

Indian section on women's question.
2. Two documents to be written by com. Asha and to be published
in Proletarian Politics,

4. Problem of Dalits-Harijan:-
Discyssion:- Magan, Asha, Sharad.

Docisiont=

1, Com,Asha will submit a report regarding her experience in -
Marathawada (Maharashtra) incidences,

2, Com,Asha and Sharad take the mpmcibility to study Harijan
(Dalit) problom and prepare programmatic view point to be
suwmitted to the party at the earliest.

§, Industrial Rolation 3111

Dyscussion:-

Sharad, Magan, Asha, Gayatri.

Docision:= 1. To prepare resolution on the Industrial Relation Bill,

2.In accordance to Political Report «3g0 Apendix IV,

to propagate our views in working
class on the Bill through leaflets,publications,mectings etce..
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Organisatiogal .;ﬁ-

Presented by - gan . )

Discussion :- @angtri, Asha, Yasipal, Sharsd, Thekere.
Bombay Commitimes. gt by:- Gayatri and Asha,
Discussion 3<.- . Yashpal, Sharad, Thakore.

Prole Po. te

on e an, Sharad, Yashpal, Asha, Gayatriq
Decision:= 1. P.P.mst be made regular.

2, A-spostal fund drive to'be made amongst our comrades.
Firm, ouue-igt ‘of 'Re o340/~ from leading comrades is
cim & Arnisg,

4, illni- pqﬂs f&'to ;

S To Wt&ﬂg e m cations and other
aspectl z Jamadar wu the t is roasonable amd
Jam

Yiations assured,then to print PP from
agar.

Contents_of 4th issve of PP:-

Editorial basod on Political Report.

Yomon’s movement in Trdia,

Atrocities on Harijans - Marathawads movemont report.
Statement of CC against Capital Punishment.

C3 resolution on Industrial Reglatiom Bill

4th issuwe of PP should be published bofore the end of
November 1978,

(L0 7 N

ﬂmdjx 1 « Political vreport by Sharad,
- I. Letter of B to U. Sec. of F. I. on Draft World
II1. Womon’s movement in India
- By Asha and Gayatri,
IV . Resolution of G3 on Industrial Relation Bill.

14444444808855%
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Political Report.

Political Situation in India and our Task.
By: SharadJhaveri.

March 1977 General Elections constitute a decisive political watershed in
the recont political history of India. .

This ovent was ckuc¢ial for analysis and in tactics of every loft party,
group and individuals in India,Those who saw .development in India during emergency
schematically as an inoreaso- in repression failed to recognise the ppssibility of
a democratic opening and hence importance of democratic demands, March 1977 caught
them un~wares.They were thrown off the balance.In their harping on evolving under-
ground,they could not strike roots amongst the masses gven when such opportunities
were available during emergoncy.On the ‘other hand,most saw and evaldated March
1977 as a triumph of domocracy over authoritarianism,It was a quastion of life &
doath struggle between the two,In this struggle ,those who ware for democracy were
to be politically supported,Hence Janata Party was to be supported.This was the
position of almost most of the Left parties,groups and individuals in India,

This position involves an equally schematic view of things.The term democre
acy and authoritarianism are devoid of their class oontents in this view.This view
entails a wrong notion that in capitalist society,authoritarianism can stem only
from one particular bourgoois political formationehere.Indira Gandhi and Congress
(R), It tends to cover up the violence and repression that onsues from the system
itself. It is thorefore misleceding and miseducating, A

Further,viewing March 1977 General Elections in torms of democracy versus
dictatorship only leads to to practice of political ¢lass collaboration with ome
bourgeois political formation as against the other.The issue in reality was not
posed abstractly.It was a concrete case of emergency which recuired to be expla-
ined and in theoory and in pedagogy needed to be superceded by posing the questiom
of socialist democracy as the final solution for the evil of democracy.

Tactically,March 1977 provided an excellent opportunity to stress the
ropressive character of the bourgeois state apparatus,the need of overthrow it
and how it could be done by pursuing an independent revolutionary Marxist polities,
Such @« tactic would have helped the masses liberate themsclves from tho ideology
of the ruling class - at least on the question of democracy.

Those groups,parties and individuals who viewed the issue in March 1977
as simply a struggle between democracy and dictatarship and therefore supported
Janata Party now find themselves lost as to how to explain the recent developments
in Indian bourgeois~-democratic polity under Janata dispensation,You cannot explain
class phenomena by non-class criteria. v

These poople ,ospecially CPI(M)},cannot now adequately oxplain
(1) the crisis of Janata rogime and the party at the centre;
(2) ‘the increase in repression undor Janata regime; and -
(3) Vacillations of Janata rogime in romoving completely legal and
constitutional fotters on bourgeois-domogratic rights,

They find the source of evil either in lack of implemontation of elect-
oral pledges by Janata party or in lack of proper appreciation.of the danger
posod by raising Indira Gandhi or in cbstinancy of individuals like Morarji
Dgsai or Charansingh.

, It is important to note that recont political dovelopmonts in India
are not viowed in their tatality,in their intercomnections but isolatodly as.
it wore,intrinsically episodo by episocde.For oxample,Janata Party and Janata
regime crisis arc viewod quite indepondently fram the charactor of the state
structure in India.It is viewed only from the angle of Janata Party boing a
savior of domocracy and not as a class party reprosenting intorosts of divorse
strata of the exploiting classos,etc;,This is just one example of their way of
ahalysing things.The class background of contending political personalities is
hot taken into account at all.The class camposition of govornment is not deve-
1lled upen at all,

#
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Therefore,before we start with the mtfi&u@: dayolopment in Ipdia
lot us check up with some results of March 1977,These are either glossed over or
overlooked absolutely by ﬁ'ﬁimﬂ; M ke -GRI,CPI(M) RSP and groups like
;oma’r platform «fpéup or i Foup of Naxalites or individuals like Roger

In my view,two pitfa¥ls are to be avoidedeBoth are extromes.One s to view
it as a veritable resolution.This is the view of majority of bourgecis and petty-
bourgeois ideologues and J.P.Narayap and Silverman.Nothimg of the kind.The other
.danger is to undérestimste the aifgerpmo ip period betwecn post and pre-March
1977l ditforende 1s vifdl: réstorst; opes;.partial of bourgeois-demo-
;raua.t!ohh ﬁa trede unim ae opreguu:e this aspect of March
1877 %o’ fuskse {ﬁq Party.In so doing they could.

wot pénpoint €08 LARGH Gk ’ :Party to ‘curb them whan the need
-angee JEf -you redidibe+ “ixi- Our ‘Statomont mf ,poried ‘wahad wridérIiA3d ‘this
trmdﬁ?dem&imﬂm the Wifforence wauld lopd .you to persist “in ultra-left
aryowd

Wo shall try to avold ‘bot}gmm Phide making a zealistic assossments of
Maych 1977 “silent rovolution”.

3 ~:

-

March 1977 General Tlections did not result in rewolution-not evem a
politicwal re¥olution,

-+ i¥he boudgecis state Apparatus was kept intact,lhe-repressive. organs like
ammod foroesjbureaucracy, jydiciary were untowched,The .constituticnal-legdl stru-
cture was kopt intact,Phere’wAs ‘A5 break-a Tupture,revolutionary or otherwise-
in tho continuity of bourgeois Jtﬂ 4n India,This signal political fact
of paime . importence is niissing ix | A’gycis or xesolutions of all the parties in
Andin;Bo bodigooty wate Power Hid st dummm in Indte,

There was diily a ‘chitigs’ In. the governmental regime.This is not made explicit
by the loft partios becmise the distinction botween the state and the government
is absent in their analysis,

Gandhi regime was very narrowly based especially <during omergency- and it
signifiod an absolyte hogemony gﬁ,,mpop‘oly industria} pourgeoisie.Candhi had
sucosssfully contained’the ghdllenge of agrarian bowzgecisie for a share in the
hogemony at the centre,

March 1977 resulted Ap 3 pridening of the soqial base of governmont in
Endif.While Jax\ata Pdrty ammt th}ymiuta ‘bourgeois state app-
aratus for preserving and 1f posaipble agpaclidating tho vapitalist mode of . _
production,ft 4s' nonethéless a clagsic. ipstance .of - ruling power bloo vhere j
sdveral strata of exploiting classes ars, mented.ln India,sevoral modes of
production still co-exist but the dominating one is already the capitalist
mode of production,in the senge that mees of exprepriation cof surplus may be
precapitalist 1n awearanco,e’pepi ly .g: agrarian spctiomjlike share cropping,

reck-renting,informal ,itnda m big landcsmer and (agriculture
labourer) roal” Culﬂvator of _prodngtion process is capitalist -
i.e. for cktracting maximim 3 ce in.India,industrial capitalists

are not the-cily éﬂﬂd‘&tﬁﬂi‘&ai\lm &xveoicie also exploit.30 do the small
traders and none-mopopoly industrial. capitals.:

qﬁtﬂl&gmnﬁ‘t SOV mnﬁl efplol maﬁ.ﬂm ?I‘:n. >

traders,industrialists and commereial eospital is representod thr ansangh
and auf:uhi,l_e _goaieliste Fomm dohhy de: Swioesittod Dy WD e ﬁmmvh While

industrial- caﬁﬁg - itial s rerresented by
Congrosi (0) wpummu ; im&ﬁ"ﬂ, ot Fntpatis,
it paytios ¢ y ' butsit wililbnve 3 vital bearing
on the stlop
‘ oY tﬁ-:; e
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The agrarian carital held away in the states but had failed to obtain any entry
at the ccntreMarch 1977 shattered this hegemony.Formation of Janata Party gov-
ernment at the centrc did not solve the quostion of which ex:loiting strata will
wield hegemony over others in the ruling rower bloc.It was left open,The carcer
of Janata regime would be marked by incessant offorts of agrarian boureoisie &
monopoly industrial capital to out do each other in carturing hegemony within the
power bloc.Small scale capital would try to reconcile the two or side with one

or the other as the exigencics of the situation demanded from such capital-csse-
ntially petty-bourgeois.

Another rosult of March 1977 which has missod attention absolutely of all
the partics is the rcinforcement of bourgeois ideology as the dominant political
ideology on the question of democracy in gencral and bourgeois-democracy in
particula!.

Wo know that in a class society the ideology of the ruling class is the
ruling or dominant ideology.It influences the cxrloited class through various ways
and me2ns not thoe least being the ;olitical parties of the expl-ited classes them-
selves.In a socic-cconomic formation in which the caritalist mode of production
predominates,the theory of democracy,juridical rights of “free”individuals,peorle
as soverign,cte; are dominant compouents of a dominant ruling class ideclogy.On
the #decological front,bourgeocisie maintains its rule by arrealing to the demo-
cratic illusions or prejudices of the masses regarding neutral character of the
state,classless nature of democracy,etc;.

The very abstract posing of the issue. in March 1977 as the battle between
democracy and dictatorship helped Indian bourgeoisie butress its ideological dome
inance over the masses.It was helped in this nefarious game by almost all the
left parties and grours.We were the most honorable exception as a party.We refused
to play game of the bourgeoisie.We tried to clear the ideological fog on the
nature and limitations of bourgeoisedemocracy in India,The illusions of the masses
regarding the rcal nature and the character of the democracy in India were
strengthened.The real glass and repressive mesk of bourgeois state arparatus
could not be exposed.Masses could not be forewarnced that as their struggles would
develop strength and intensity so would the use of bayonets against them by the
Janata party rogime.An exccllent opportunity to cducate the masses regarding all
these political aspe¢ts of a bourgeols state and polity was squandered by left
parties in India with the result that working masses came to pin their faith in
Janata Party to deliver the goods and democracy of course.

The left parties in Ipdia did not loek at ‘all into the ideologieal
aspects of bourgeois rule involved in this case, ’

For threec decades,ideclogical daminance has helped Indian bourgecisie to a
much greater extent than bourgeoisie of newly liborated countries like Pakistan,
Bangla Desh,ctc;,class collaborationist policy of Indian Stalinism has alsc
fFlayed its due rolo.Botween the ideological mode and repressive mode,barring
some exceptional situations,ideclogical mode of exercizing dominance predominated,
Repression was often salective,disquised,itself ideologically colored as in the
casc of reprossion of Naxalitos.

* Emergency and its aftormath groatly strongthened the repressive mode of &%
dominance,Complete pro-censorship partially covered it But Gandhi was shrewd
enough to utilize the ideclogical,Witmess her barragé of propaganda regarding

March 1977 came to place more stress on ideological,The victims of emergency
reprossion helped the processe«In the euphoria over partial restoration of
boyrgeois-demqoratic rights,left parties forgot two things.First,the ideclogisal
modo of bourgeois rule m}geinq butrossed.Second,the repressive mode was
quitely roceding into the batkground fo roturn Jater as we shall see,but did
not diec its natural doath since March 1977 ¥as not & social revolution but par-
tial political restoration of bourgeeis-democratic rights in India.
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Magch 1977 did net result in the demboratisation of bourgeois state
zpantuwﬂb of RAW or #ther more hdkudly patent agencias of rerression
d.got touch the core of the preblem.Varicus camissions have revesled the
walperability of state burbancredy to omorgonoy doends.Evon judiciary is not exempt
as shown by, Habeaus Corpus case and the apologetic rufarence to it by the chief
justice of Ipdia.Same dcmocratisatim of the government only tock place,

I think this much accounting of March 1977 is more than sufficient to
prcvidp a good class background to events which have unfolded since we last met
in Jupa 1978,

I said that the Question of hegemony within the power bloc was not solved,
It was an. mm truce.Agrarian bourgeoisic was striving hard.It succceded in

-a lion’s ghare for agrarian scctor-4U%ein the formmlation of oconomic
mll j,nchstr:lul capital also won the day Against monoroly industrial capital
whothez pational .qr mlti-national at least in vorbal proncuncements and poliey
formulations through Fornandos .and others,

Politically agrarjan bourgeoisic made a dotermined bid through Charansingh
to establish its hegamony within the power bloc,Throagh the exit of Charansingh,
momentarily it has been politieally defoated.It is keeping a low profilc for the
mcment o

The whole orisis was political in nature.And its specificity was not that
it simply was-a ministorial orisis or erisis of tho governmont or was due to lack
of cohesiveness amongst the constituont units of Janata Party. CPI(M’ )Js m. .
sought aftcr cohesiveness in Janata Party is going to prove illusory bocause it.
is not a Question of forging an unitary bourgoois political formation but of
making adeguate provision For representation- in the exercise of hogemony in the
power bloc,’

-Tho political crisis precipitated by the Janata Party rogimo is not a
refloction .of any crisis in the bonrgoois econamy.I am inclined to think that it
is not vvon an indirect reflection.It meroly shows that various strata of explo-
iting cla.nses - aspecially dndustrial capital and agrarian capital - have not
boen ablo to solve the quosticn &f hegomeny,

But let us be clear, Gua dominated or éxploited classes,the state and its
rogimo reprosent an unity.It 4s not a'question of ‘sharors of state powor as
A3it Roy fistakenly thinks State powrt 1r-nct ¥hit divisible.As fascist state
has shown,cven qua ruling d&u‘vﬁ!ﬁte ‘Peprisefits an ufiity which is political
and m&iﬁqible.'lhe crisis of Japnata Party has not ‘causod any significant dese
integration of state powor in Safia; !&unittrafm mAy bs damoraliscd.Noms
might have bwen dobased.Cortuptitst and 'so dallod Sox scandals might be vitiating .
the atmosphare.,But that is wdber:cx¥ fekel the Msintegration of state power qua
exploited classes,

. It follows that we as ‘e uditing class phrgy ®annot be partisans in this -
dispute within the Janata Put!m thes chenge in the hegemonic Structure of

Power bloc will hardly ﬂw,;utut character of ‘the regimes,

Poquisition of hegemony Dy & tal wopld mean more conservatism,more
s ‘workers hias aoaiut industrial capital. :

S S A
Oharansingh’s uttonn'iu typ: 11 trate this.The re-acquisition of hegemony
by industrial - especially memcpaly iadustrial eapital - would mean more privation .
gjass in changed. _aouditions,grepter liberalisation for exploi-

“thie dispute For the mopent orisis
¥Liial oapital. But the guestion of

- If “you reséaber,o o ouit ‘fwmpdiately after March 1977
that with the demoerstic w ¥i11 e ¢ Tise in mass and class struogles,
Pent up grievances-idll sadligl 'um for their wentilation And
Janata regime pild Slewd &t SERENGEE R0 esnduih Shen throuch more ideo ideological
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Moro and more will it be compared to adopt the repressive mode of dominating masses.
This will happen despite its democratic pretensions.We streszsed the need to educate
the masses on this score to prepare them well in advance to meet such onslaught.
Such tactic had the long term advantage of stressing the root source of repression
-~ in the system itself. '

And it was not long in coming.,Vacillations on the question of amendments
to the Constitution ,on the question of MISA and Preventive Detention,on the ques-
tion of release of political prisoners,bayonotting of workers from Kanpur to Pant.
nagar and other plac¢es,Communal riots,Atrocities on Harijans,ruthless oppression on
student’s ~gitatioh,Times of Indla’s thrust - fationalising the excesses of police

etc; retention of emergency provisions. for quelling armed rebliion,otc;hanging of
Chetty fall into a sure pattern.

I want to stress that once again & subtle shift is occcuring in the mode
of dominance.Repressive aspects of the state power are once again coming to the fore.

It is in this context that the proposed anti-working class industrial
relation bill must be viewed.By far ,it erRStitutes the mcst comprchonsive attack
legally ever conceived by the Indian bourgeoisi so far on the working class trade
union rights.If allowed to pass ,it will spell the wveritable doom of the organised
trade-union movement in India.It is the most massive effort ever made legally to
ensure uninterrupted production of surplus value - even absclute surplus value in
same casesSince the party must discuss it separately,l shall touch here only on
its pelitical aspects.

In my orinion,it constitutes now the central axis of working class polities
in India in the immediate period ahcad.Al]l our efforts must be directed to arouse
the working class to resist this onslaught.Special edition of PP or Prajasattak must
be, if nced be,published.We must approach the workers with all our resources to i
explain this draconian measures.We must appeal to all other werking class parties
and groups and trade unions to forge an united front én this issue.

Plcase note.It is not a hopeless case for the ruling class.It has many
options.Class initiative still remains with it thanks to class collaboration of
various left parties.Class collaboration of forsas is still in its favour.A seetion
of monopoly capital is proping up Gandhi.Acceording to a Times of India May 14 report
of K.V.Raghunath Reddy former union Labour Minister in Gandhi cabinet big business
wants Mrs.Gandhi Dack at the belm of affairs.

What do left parties prorose?Left and Democratic alternative.Even RSP
and Rajnarayan Arya (see his article in Claritylare for it.It has bwcome fashion-
able now to talk about it,

What type of politicai animal is this?What is left?And what is democratic?

As originally posited by Loft and Democratic front would comprise
(1) CPI(M) (2) CPI (3) CITU (4) allies of the Luoft forces (5) Left and Democratic
forces in the Janata Party especially young Turks,radicals from Congress,members
of SP (6) Akali Party in the Punjab and (7) AIADMK and (8) DMK in Tamilnadu.

It is obvious that this is a multi-class bloc on a pormanent basis.

ItQ prodrame i;ill ba anti-feudal ,anti-imperialist,anti-monopolist.Note
it will not be anti-capitalist,

So this front is not for 3ocialist Revolution in India. It is not for
dictatorship of the Proletariat.

What will be nature ofthe State in this disponsation? Well, they arc silent
about it ,But it seems this front will bo the form of a governmont while bourgeois
state systom will be kept intact.lt will be a form of class collabotation on a
governmental level,
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It 1s not going to be united front of the classical type of the Lenin era.
No, The thr*st will not be anti-capitalist but pro-non<monopoly capital,This is

not a programme of revolution but reform.

As a party standing for indképéndent prolétérian politics, we must ener-
jetically fight this idea tocth and nail and expose it mercilessly before the
peOple.

Since we last met in June,some literature is now available regarding revival
of Naxalism in West Bengal.March 1977 has caused ideological ferment amongst them.
Baring Vinod Misra and Charu Majmundar group,most have had second thoughts about
annihilation of class enemy tactics.They thought this to be a terrorist party and
terrorism.You know that S.N.Sinha group has. opted.for participation in parlimentary
polities.3o does Ashim Chatterjl group. I have propared & scparate write-up for IP/
Inprecor which is given to you for detailed information.So I will not go into details

But I want to stress that a sizable section of Naxalites seems tc have
started questioning their earlior tactics.True othey have not given up Maoist
postulates of two stage theory,four class bloc,xole of villages and peasantry,
soviet social -imperialism as the main enemy,etc;.But an opening has boen made to
engage them in a fruitful dialogue.

But we as a party are handicapped in that oven though we have stray
camrades in West Bengal,they are not alive or sensitive to such possibilities.We
do not therefore have any means of establishing contacts on a permanent basis.

We necd to read and review their literature sc that we can reply them,counterpose
our own analysis and solutions,etc;.We need to strengthen our own machinery of
distribution of our literature amongst them.I am afraid we can’t do much in near
future except be a good passive onlooker of what is going on amongst them.

We are a small party.We are still a nucleus.We do not have adequate mass
base or even well-equipped cadre base to intervene eéfectively on an all India
level.This essentially circumscribes tho ficrum of our activities.

On the political lewvel,our intervention essentially partakes the character
of ideological intorvention,Complete political clarity,analysis and projection of
our programme on cach and every issue are roquired.For that our magazine PP has.
to be considerably strengthened.lts regularity has #o be ensured at any cost.

Our plank 15 independent, revolutiocnary Marxist proletarian politics.But
what it means in the current conjunoture? ¥t means that we refuse to subordinate
. the working class politically to the needs ‘of' the bourgecisic or any of its strata.
I+ means that we approach every issue from the viewpoint of that which would
best advance the proletarian cause of socialist revolution in India.We approach
overy issue from the standpoint of how best ito liberate the prolitariat ideologi-
eally and politically from the spell of the bourgeoisie and its petty bourgeois
agencies working in its midst.We advance the Marxist programme and utilize the
method of the Transitional programme™to intervene as much as possible in the poli-
tics of India,

Wo therefore don’t 1ock to what ‘the bourgueoisic requires.It rcquires support
of the Janata Party or Gandhi or various counts, We refuse to so chain the pro-
letardat. Its potty-bourgecis ¢lass sollaberatoysafdsleaders of Indian workers
require that we support Charan faction against Morarji or vice-versa.We rofuse to
do,that Bourgeoisio wants compldte .mopatdrign oa iaterruption of production of
surplus value.Honce it wants us to negotiate omilsdmstyisl Relation Bill and
approve it.We refuse to do so. We den’t negotiate.We give a fitting proletarian
.vaplyJMassive demonstratians,pioketing,osapstimns, classic forms of proletarian
struggles.That is what we advocate and agitate Moadgdtiations ‘in mainisterial
anti-chamber over life and death questions.Organised strength of united working
-class should be the responad,Wo Wy that WorBllg oldsd’ yights are 'alt;ays = in
mass struggles,nover given as ednopesidns Moroathis: #-fm-not a question of
wrosting concessions.it is quedtfom -of NS Wie WovtaT Bdew on Working class

movement in India. o . .

’ We ask various left parties to unite at least on this issue,
But unity or united fromt shouwld be & fighttag cpe and should not be coloured by
their overall clase collsborstienist politicd .Wawhievs’ intorest should ba supreme,
This is how we agpproach problemg.  21-10-1978,



Appendix IV ()

Resolution op Industrial Rolation Bill,

The proposed Industrial pelations Bill introduced by Janata party Regime in
the Loksabha launches a front attack ~n demncratica and tradcunion rights of
the Indian wnrking class won after many decisive class struggles.

This is the first ever c¢-wnscicus an . ~xhaustive eff~rt by the Indian B-urgeoisti
and its statc t~ curb militant trade unionism in Indis oven on an econ-mic level,

Docisively anti.working class in its thurst, this bill recinfrreced thc rnle
of the Bourgecisie state in repr-ssing workers in the interests ~f the brurgenisic

The Bill must be rejceted in its ontirety. The rogime must b rofused the
right t> intervene in the affairs to the w-rkers, )

The Bill signifies rnec more step in the repressicn - f workers which begen
brutuclly with the bayonetting of kan~ur w-rkers.

Co munist League of India, Indian secti-n of FI class upnn the workers to
fight this attack by their own mcans and methods f stru+gles such as mass demon-
strations, strikes, occupationsg, track-ins cte,

The cmmunist League calls upon all working class parties and tendcncies to
foryc a fighting united Front on this issuc and give a fittiny pr-letarian
reply to this attack, Working class from all the partics and trade unions
irrespective £ their organisational affiliations shoull eome »n a common plate
fora to fight against this repressive bill,

No negntiations -n IR Bill
Scrap it.

Far the right tr strike.

For the unity of all workers,.
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