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February 28th, 2019 

FOR A DEMOCRATIC DEBATE WITH THE FULL 
PARTICIPATION OF THE RANK AND FILE 
STATEMENT BY JOHN HIRD (Ezker Iraultzailea) VIKI LARA (Izquierda Revolucionaría) AND ROB 
MACDONALD (Esquerra Revolucionària) 

1. We are rank and file members of IR who have had the privilege to participate in the 
work of our sections over a number of decades in England, Wales, Scotland, Ireland 
and in the Spanish State. Between the three of us we have a total of 84 years of CWI 
membership. 

The purpose of this statement is to encourage all comrades to take part in the current 
debate and ask questions of the Faction leadership without feeling they are being 
‘disloyal’ or ‘taking sides’. We believe that it is important that any differences are 
allowed to evolve and above all to prevent a falsely polarised debate. 

2. In 2017 the forces of Trotskyism united in Barcelona with the CWI - Izquierda 
Revolucionaría unification. We, along with all comrades were understandably proud 
that instead of the forces of Trotskyism being habitual splitters as the bourgeois 
press normally likes to portray us, we unified. All comrades recognised the extremely 
positive and farsighted role of comrades like JIR in initiating the unification process 
and also the role of the IS, IEC and rank and file comrades in all national sections in 
being open to the unification. This is the spirit in which we write this statement and 
the way we believe this present debate should be conducted. 

3. In 1992 the Spanish section left the CWI precipitously without an open and 
democratic debate which was able to explore the political issues and differences at 
the time. In fact, the Minority led by AW and TG consciously distorted the Open Turn 
debate in Spain. The CWI paid for that damaging split by losing the Spanish section 
for over two decades. This error was acknowledged during the unification process by 
the whole international. We believe the unification has been a massive step forward 
for Trotskyism notwithstanding the present debate. It would be a tragedy for the CWI 
if there was a precipitous and unprincipled split again. We appeal to all comrades to 
conduct this debate in an open and enquiring way this time in the real and best 
traditions of the CWI.  

4. The Greek section was praised warmly by a leading Spanish IEC comrade at the 
World School in Barcelona. What has happened in the one a half years since then? 
Why the sudden change? Is it really possible that since unification, comrades in 
Greece and Ireland and other sections to a greater or lesser degree, according to the 
Faction, have suddenly become ‘Mandelites’ and ‘are on their way out’? All sections 
have shared and applauded the successes of those two sections on the Socialist 
World website and in branch reports over the last two years.  

5. We believe the epoch we are in is one of Revolution and Counter Revolution. We are 
a “Committee” for a workers’ International and therefore humanity’s future is on our 
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shoulders and we have a duty not to fail, disintegrate or split prematurely and 
unnecessarily. 

6. However, if, after the full term of the already agreed planned discussion is complete, 
there are those who genuinely believe fundamental differences exist then we shall 
respect their decision to split and hope all comrades will maintain good relations for 
any possible regroupment later when perspectives are borne out. Our class demands 
this of us. 

7. After two decades outside of the CWI, we in IR should perhaps take our time to really 
engage with the issues and thoroughly analyse and discuss all the political 
questions. Was it really prudent for the IR CC to vote in favour of the Faction before 
even an initial debate had taken place amongst comrades in IR? Serious political 
accusations have been made about the Irish section by the Faction before the Irish 
section’s written reply has been translated and circulated in the Spanish section. Is 
this fair? We sincerely think it is not.  

It is inevitable that verbal criticisms of the Irish section are being made at meetings. 
In our opinion many of these are solely on the level of rumour and hearsay. Rank and 
file comrades in general do not have access to the original sources of verbal 
criticisms and therefore we think our debate should be based on written materials 
which can be checked and verified.  Our leadership (IR) should commit their 
criticisms of the Irish section to print with the usual quotes and sources and give the 
Irish comrades the democratic right to reply, including visits by the Irish comrades to 
Spain. 

Even in the heat and turmoil of the aftermath of the Russian Revolution, Lenin 
insisted on full democratic debate with written documents in party disputes. Should 
comrades in the CWI expect anything less today? 

“All members of the Party must make a calm and painstaking study of 1) the essence 
of the disagreements and 2) the development of the Party struggle. A study must be 
made of both, because the essence of the disagreements is revealed, clarified and 
specified (and very often transformed as well) in the course of the struggle, which, 
passing through its various stages, always shows, at every stage, a different line-up 
and number of combatants, different positions in the struggle, etc. A study must be 
made of both, and a demand made for the most exact, printed documents that can 
be thoroughly verified. Only a hopeless idiot will believe oral statements. If no 
documents are available, there must be an examination of witnesses on both or 
several sides and the grilling must take place in the presence of witnesses”. 

Lenin - The Party Crisis - Speech, January 19th,1921. 

8. We agree with the IEC majority that the forming of a faction by the CWI leadership is 
unprecedented and was not necessary in our opinion. The IS majority should have 
started an International discussion which it already had the power to do. In fact, the 
question has to be asked; why had the IS not previously allowed for more discussion 
through international bulletins and open debate which many members and sections 
had been asking for? 
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We think the view of Peter Taaffe regarding the formation of factions during the 
debate about the Scottish Open turn in 1991 is still correct:  
 
"Of course, when there are serious issues under dispute sometimes it is necessary to 
resort to the formation of trends, groupings, even tendencies and ultimately perhaps 
a faction. But such steps should not be easily resorted to. Where it is a question of 
nuances and emphasis such differences should be pursued, in general, through oral 
and written discussions first.  
 
Only on a serious policy issue and after having exhausted some of the other 
possibilities for changing the views of the party should it be necessary to resort to 
measures such as the formation of factions.”  
 
For The Scottish Turn: Against Dogmatic Methods In Thought And Action. In 
reply to the minority (September, 1991) 

9. Unfortunately the Faction chose instead to over-polarise the debate, arguing instead 
there was a clandestine Faction, or as they say, a Non-Faction Faction. We think this 
was mistaken and not conducive to an open debate. We see no evidence of a pre-
existing clandestine faction. What actually happened? The IEC voted against a 
motion put forward by the IS and also raised serious questions about the methods of 
the IS in this debate so far in relation to the Irish section. We ask the obvious 
question: is the democratically elected IEC NOT allowed to disagree with the IS 
sometimes?  

10. We note that the leadership, in this case the IS, while having the absolute 
responsibility and right to raise political differences, also have the responsibility to 
‘set the tone’ for discussions such as the present one. The “he said, she said” 
approach and accusations of opponents being ‘Mandelites’ has not exactly facilitated 
an open, democratic debate and has shocked many rank and file comrades. If 
‘Mandelite’ is being used as a scientific term we would like to see the evidence of the 
concrete differences between the work of LyCs and that of the Belgian and Irish with 
their ROSA platforms.  

11. This debate can be an excellent opportunity for a fully informed and detailed 
discussion that can develop all cadres for the future battles ahead. All comrades 
have a vital role in ensuring this happens. Second, third and even fourth hand verbal 
impressions of the Irish section’s work does not facilitate such a debate, neither does 
citing Facebook posts and contributions by young comrades at a school. We prefer 
exact and detailed documents with verifiable facts and figures. If doubts and 
questions about the Irish section exist then surely we should be inviting them here to 
be ‘grilled’ in a comradely way in front of the Spanish membership? When it comes to 
political positions nothing should be hidden or avoided.  

12. We must make special efforts not to lose comrades, especially new comrades 
because of the presently highly polarised nature of the debate. Political differences 
need to be thrashed out. Let us make our internal democracy attractive. Let us prove 
we are the most democratic organisation on the planet! This can only happen if time 
and space are made available for comrades to talk without fear that what they say 
now is their fixed position forever. As more information becomes available and 
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comrades really discuss and explore the issues then comrades should be allowed to 
change their minds in this process as we collectively understand the epoch. 
  

13. Unfortunately, we believe, through their support for the Faction and some verbal 
statements, both formally and informally, which could be misinterpreted, our Spanish 
leadership may be giving the impression (even if this is not their position) that a split 
in the CWI over the Irish section is inevitable and even desirable. We appeal to the 
Spanish leadership to clarify that an open and democratic debate in the best 
traditions of Trotskyism is both desirable and necessary and will not necessarily end 
with a split.  

Our objective is crystal clear. We want to genuinely explore the political issues in a 
healthy and democratic atmosphere. We reject the idea that there are already 
irreconcilable differences and that we will be unable to form a clear consensus based 
on principled political agreement after an open and democratic debate. There have 
been no serious differences on political perspectives in the leading bodies of the 
CWI. We note that the World perspectives document was unanimously agreed at the 
last IEC in November 2018. The leadership has a duty to start from what unites the 
CWI politically and not artificially look for differences for whatever as yet unknown 
reasons. 

14. We do recognise however it is obvious that disagreements exist in the leading body 
of the CWI but the leadership have not yet explained those differences sufficiently 
clearly in a coherent political way which has always been the hallmark of the CWI. 
We note that the Faction, seems to us to have been formed in a hasty ad hoc way 
which may have confused and disorientated some comrades. We should not be 
bounced into a situation based on hearsay and calls to loyalty that could potentially 
later be a disaster for a CWI cut in half. This is the reality of where we are heading 
unless we can collectively take a step back and engage in a full, open and informed 
discussion. This means the rank and file need to make a stand and exercise their 
democratic rights. 

15. We should avoid printed materials of the aforementioned “he said, she said”, social 
media photo-shots and the like. This is the 21st century and of course comrades 
communicate using social media but printing and distributing angry messages 
between leading comrades should be understood as bad methods. Exchanges about 
who speaks at a meeting and for how long are not political documents. We should at 
all times draw out the political issues when we debate. 

16. We should above all draw a line under the negative sides of the debate so far and 
reboot the discussion. We all have to accept that errors occur but recognise that 
those who never make a mistake never tried anything new or innovative either. We 
celebrate the passion of comrades, but derogatory attitudes and personal attacks are 
not the methods of a revolutionary party. 

17. All comrades recognise there are real challenges faced in translating hundreds of 
pages of documents. Therefore, when translating materials priority should be given to 
documents which clarify and set out the political questions and possible differences 
rather than exchanges of letters and messages between leading comrades from the 
Faction and IEC Majority on, in our opinion, secondary organisational issues.   
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According to the current distribution of documents it could appear to rank and file 
comrades in the Spanish state that the main political and theoretical documents have 
mostly come from the Faction. This is far from the truth. We ask the EC if they cannot 
translate everything then they can at least make comrades aware of the English 
versions of documents. 
  
We believe a series of numbered bulletins in chronological order would greatly help 
comrades understand the context of the debate. The documents agreed by the COC 
are the priority documents which should be translated and distributed first, like the 
No1 CWI International CoC bulletin. If needed those comrades who are not in 
agreement with the Faction in the Spanish state could be consulted to ensure a fair 
and balanced approach on what is translated. For example the authors of this 
statement are not in agreement with the Faction at the moment, perhaps because we 
have been able to see different views through our access to documents which have 
only appeared in English so far. We sincerely hope all our comrades here will be able 
to read and discuss all the non-faction documents, which we are sure will deepen 
everyone’s understanding of the political issues. However, we are under no illusions 
about how difficult it is to facilitate the translation and distribution of such a huge 
amount of documents but we think that without attention to detail on this question it 
will be very hard for comrades to independently develop their positions.  

18. Here are some examples of what should be avoided and improved in the conduct of 
the debate so far: (We recognise this is probably because of pressure of work and 
the challenges of translation and distribution) 

● Faction documents have been produced quickly and in some cases printed 
and given to comrades without accompanying replies. 

● The important reply to the launching of the Faction was buried in a PDF full of 
letters in an email comrades only get if they request it. 

● The faction document on women came out and answered questions from a 
document from the Irish section which had not yet been sent out. 

● A declaration by the Faction, dated January 8, was sent out as soon as 
January 10 to the Spanish comrades, while the resolution by the Greek EC, 
dated January 4, was not received by the Spanish comrades until February 

19. We sincerely believe that by forming a faction before positions were seriously 
elaborated and written down the Faction have unnecessarily over polarised and have 
presented to the membership what appears to be an inevitable split. We believe this 
to be unhealthy and against the traditions of the CWI. 

We believe an ability to acknowledge mistakes and an honest approach is key to 
building the international. In this delicate situation all comrades must agree to really 
try to listen to what the other side is actually saying and also recognise that there are 
a sizeable number of comrades, perhaps a majority, who genuinely do not have a 
position in favour or against the Faction’s political positions at the moment. These 
comrades especially should be given enough time to access all the documents and 
the space and opportunity to ask questions to really deepen their understanding of 
the issues and draw their own conclusions. Unless we do this there is in reality no 
democratic debate. A rushed debate is neither enough or acceptable given the 
importance of what is at stake for the CWI. 
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20. Presenting a strong face to the class is important but we do not have an infallible 
leadership in the IS or indeed in ANY national section. All leading comrades on all 
sides need to grasp this point. We choose the leadership to lead due to their talents 
not because they are always correct, which is impossible. An ability to recognise 
mistakes honestly and correct them is an essential quality needed in any leadership.  

21. There should be no disciplinary measures against comrades who are exercising their 
democratic right to disagree with the leadership. We call for calm, maturity and 
foresight. We are the CWI, we aspire to build and lead revolutionary movements 
which will establish socialism in the 21st century.  

“The CWI considers itself the embryo of the future Fourth International and consists 
of national sections striving to create mass revolutionary workers’ parties in their 
respective countries. The CWI commits itself to the task of supporting the struggles 
of the proletariat throughout the world. It is based upon the traditions of democratic 
centralism at every level. The CWI sees as one of its objectives the developing 
international solidarity between its constituent sections”. 
CWI Statutes - Passed after amendments at the 1993 World Congress. 

22. We must continue to focus on the struggle but at the same time have the ability to 
debate for the allotted 12 months which has been democratically decided by the IEC. 

23. One of the accusations against the Irish section is that there are moving away from 
the position that the working class are central to the building of the revolutionary 
party and transforming society and that they are taking a Mandelite position. What 
actual evidence is that based on? Have the Irish comrades produced documents 
saying that? Where is the ‘proof’ in their day to day work? Here is a quote from the 
Irish section’s journal, just before the start of the abortion rights campaign in March 
2018: 

“The working class is the only social force with the power to challenge the rule of the 
capitalist class. No other class, group or demographic has the necessary weight, 
cohesion, or organisation to take on the might of the capitalists, and their ideological 
and physical apparatus (including the surveillance state with its intelligence agencies, 
police and armies).” 

Do Spanish leadership truly believe the above quote is not the authentic approach of 
the Irish section? 

24. It is possible the Irish leadership have made mistakes but the IS is NOT infallible 
either. Are we also saying that our IR leadership have never made mistakes? If the 
same microscope was put on the Spanish, England and Wales and indeed other 
sections, would not perhaps the same political and organisational shortcomings be 
found? Would such errors indicate an irreversible shift towards Mandelism? This is 
the real debate we should be having.  

25. On the CWI website ‘Socialist World’ there are numerous articles published over the 
last few years detailing the Irish section’s interventions in strikes such as the crane 
drivers, transport workers and now the health service workers. Does the recent 
excellent intervention of the Irish section in the strikes of nurses and midwives 
indicate they are not intervening in the movements of the working class? In fact the 



FOR A DEMOCRATIC DEBATE WITH THE FULL PARTICIPATION OF THE RANK AND FILE                                                                                                        
!7

movement seems to confirm the analysis of the Irish comrades in that the largest 
Trade Union in the South of Ireland, SIPTU, have refused to support the strikes and 
on the mass demonstration in Dublin on Feb 9th very few ‘official’ union banners and 
delegations were there and it was our comrades from the North who brought down 
the NIPSA banners and workers in a show of working class unity. The demonstration 
was built predominantly “from below” by working class activists and families in 
support of the nurses. 

The Irish comrades, trade unionists and youth have intervened in the dispute with 
Socialist Party materials in a militant way using transitional demands. They have also 
used our public positions to support the strike. Having TDs and councillors on the 
picket lines in solidarity has an enormous effect on workers. Comrade Ruth 
Coppinger spoke in the Irish Parliament in support of the strike and called for more 
action. Are these the actions of a section which is supposedly moving away from the 
idea of the ‘centrality of the working class’?   

26. The above facts put a serious question mark over the Faction’s characterisation of 
the Irish section as ‘Mandelite’. This accusation does not seem to ring true with the 
actual reality of the Irish section’s work. 

27. One of the characteristics of Mendelism is opportunism. Where are the examples of 
the Irish section’s opportunism? A revolutionary party which tried to build a theory on 
its opportunist mistakes could be accused of Mandelism, but where is the evidence 
the Irish section is doing that?  

The essence of opportunism is adaption to and refusal to challenge the prevailing 
moods and consciousness in society. 

For IR comrades who perhaps do not know the recent history of the Irish section, 
here are a few examples of their work which in our opinion contradict the woolly 
charge of opportunism by the Faction, unfortunately echoed in a vague way by our 
leadership.  

2003 - Joe Higgins (historic comrade and TD at the time) was jailed  for his role in the 
campaign against the bin tax for organising for bin trucks to be physically blocked in 
working class housing estates. Joe and other comrades spent weeks in prison while 
refusing to agree to end the campaign they led. 

2005 - Irish comrades led a successful strike of Turkish immigrant workers who had 
been systematically under paid by the construction company which hired them. That 
campaign, challenging racist attitudes in society and the fear of cheap immigrant 
labour, returned €30 million in unpaid wages to those workers. 

In 1996 and again in 2015, the Irish section led massive boycott campaigns of 
austerity taxes, first in Dublin and then throughout the country. More than 50% of 
households in the state refused to pay their bills in 2015 leading to the collapse of the 
government's austerity agenda.  
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The 2015 campaign led directly to the famous Jobstown trial where our comrades 
were threatened with life in prison for "kidnapping". The charge related to the act of 
blocking the car of an establishment politician during an anti austerity protest. The 
comrades fought the state and won when it came to trial, defending the rights of the 
working class to confront politicians and protest against austerity.  

In the North, our comrades have stood against sectarian violence on both sides of 
the conflict for decades. They have used their positions in the trade unions to 
organise strikes against sectarian killings and the intimidation of workers. 

Recently, on the initiative of a comrade who is a councillor in Dublin, the city council 
passed a resolution in support of our Altsasu solidarity campaign. A clear example of 
working class internationalism and how our Irish section uses platforms in bourgeois 
institutions to build the CWI.  

The Irish comrades as part of the ROSA movement, won the right to a pro-choice 
referendum in 2018 by engaging in illegal direct action over a period of years, risking 
14 years in prison to defy the law and embarrass the establishment and their 
unworkable anti-abortion laws. 

Again in 2018, the comrades used the position they have in parliament to organise 
mass protests in many cities over the disgusting use of clothing as evidence in a 
rape trial. 

We sincerely ask comrades to consider if the above examples, which are just a few 
in a long history of defying the establishment and opportunist pressure, fit the 
descriptions of the Irish section that they have heard so far? 

In fact in 2012 when the Irish section really did face the opportunistic degeneration of 
a comrade TD, the party placed clear demands on her and her role and eventually 
took the principled decision for a parting of the ways. How the party was perceived 
by the electorate regarding the split with Clare Daly was not a justification to maintain 
a SP public representative who was on a path away from a principled socialist 
position. This example shows that the Irish section has been aware of the dangers of 
opportunism and has taken principled stands against those dangers.   

28. In the recent document: ‘For a Marxist approach to struggles against women’s 
oppression’ point 4, the Faction say: “In their mass propaganda, produced and 
distributed as ROSA, they have not raised a Marxist programme, not even 
highlighting the central role of the working class in the struggle for women’s rights. It 
is very alarming that, despite the efforts made by the IS to correct this policy, leaders 
of the Greek, Sweden, American and Belgium sections have uncritically defended 
this mistaken position”. 

29. However, we only need to look at the programme of ROSA to see that it is in fact the 
above statement which is erroneous: Point 15 of ‘Rosa - What We Stand For’ says 
very clearly: “Feminising the ruling elite is not real change. Build a socialist-feminist 
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movement to challenge the oppression and inequality that stems from the private 
ownership of wealth. For a mass working-class movement that unites workers, 
women, LGBTQ people and all the oppressed to challenge capitalism’s rule of the 
1% super-rich and destruction of the environment.”         

In the ROSA Newsletter, Autumn-Winter 2018 in an article which mentions the 2018 
Spanish women’s strike they say: “ROSA stands for the building of an international 
socialist feminist movement that unites the working class, the young, the LGBTQ 
community. A struggle of this kind would have the potential to transform society and 
to break with a system based on the ruthless pursuit of profit.”  

Is this a fundamentally different approach to the one we have taken in the Spanish 
State with LyCs? 

Comrades from LyCs and IR attended and spoke at the hugely successful ROSA 
rally in Dublin in 2018 and were on record praising the event in enthusiastic terms, 
especially the working class women who spoke. We published articles marking the 
event as ‘historic.’ Why were there no criticisms of the Irish section’s approach at the 
time? What has changed in less than a year? We suggest that the approaches of the 
Irish, Belgian and Spanish sections to the question of socialist feminism have a lot 
more in common than what divides us.  

On the level of really engaging with the emerging women’s movement the Belgian, 
Irish and Spanish sections have taken the lead in the CWI. Whereas much of what 
the IS has written so far on these movements suggests there is a real hesitancy to 
take initiatives to really lead movements where they have or can develop. Along with 
suggestions that words like "Patriarchy" and "Macho culture" should not be used and 
represent concessions to petit-bourgeois feminism. There is always room for 
improvement on tactical and programmatic questions in all sections but to suggest 
we have fundamental and irreconcilable differences is a massive and mistaken 
exaggeration in our opinion. 

30. At the last Spanish CC the supposed ‘state financing’ of the Irish section was strongly 
criticised. A comment that 70% of the Irish FTs should be sacked was made. We are 
frankly shocked that such a comment about a sister party should be made at one of 
the leading bodies of our party without challenge. Any section which manages to get 
comrades elected to parliaments and councils receives state financing. The question 
is, what do they do with the money? In the Spanish State our public platforms like SE 
apply for and receive state grants. We are definitely not Mandelists because of that. 
Using money which flows from public positions can broaden the reach of the 
revolutionary party by strengthening the full-time apparatus. We are doing the same 
in Seattle with comrade Kshama Sawant. This is what the Bolsheviks did with their 
positions in the Duma. The Militant did the same in the 1980s with our three MPs and 
councillors in Liverpool. 

Our MPs in the British parliament back then, Terry Fields, Pat Wall and Dave Nellist 
stood on the programme of socialism and the slogan - ‘A workers’ MP on a Workers’ 
Wage’.  
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Today our TDs in the Irish parliament stand in the same tradition: “If elected Mick has 
pledged to take no more than the average industrial wage and he will donate all of 
the rest of the €93,000 TD salary to the struggle to change society”. 
From the election leaflet of comrade Mick Barry. 

If the Spanish leadership have genuine doubts and questions about the finances of 
the Irish section, then they should be calmly investigated. Calls that FTs should be 
sacked are not acceptable or appropriate. When workers and trade unionists are 
fighting closures they demand transparency and for the company's books to be 
opened. Would it be so difficult to send a delegation to Ireland to discuss in a 
comradely and open way the concerns over state financing? Let us see and publish 
the figures so we can decide. 

“The IEC can authorise the formation of any consultative regional structures which 
may be necessary for the organisation of the International’s activities”. 
CWI Statutes - Passed after amendments at the 1993 World Congress. 

It is not our intention to fully comment on the debate in Ireland here but it is true 
that the Faction’s main criticisms have been against our Irish section. There are 
numerous documents and a written record of the work of the Irish section through 
articles on Socialist World, the Irish paper and their various books and 
publications. There is no excuse for a superficial and factually mistaken debate 
on the political questions and the orientation of the Irish section. We however 
note that both sides of the debate in Ireland in recent documents seem to be 
making positive gestures, owning up to errors, recognising problems and making  
practical suggestions and moves to resolve them. This process is not helped with 
the Spanish leadership verbal argument made at some meetings, that there must 
be a break with the Irish section. A preconceived position that a split is on the 
cards does not help the Spanish section or indeed the whole CWI.  

All sections including the Spanish section can learn a lot from the political and 
organisational debate taking place in Ireland. This of course depends on being 
open to really listen to the arguments being put in Ireland. As the challenges the 
Irish section have faced over years doing mass work on many fronts are revealed 
and honestly discussed, there will be extremely important reflections for IR and 
other sections to consider as we and other sections broaden our mass work and 
even get comrades elected as public representatives to parliaments and councils. 
Rather than condemn the Irish section for ‘mistakes’ and rush blindly towards a 
split, why not intervene positively and constructively in the debate with the also 
valid and important experience of the Spanish section and take the collective 
experience of the CWI to a higher level?  

31. IWD M8 - All forces to the point of attack! It is clear that IWD M8 2019 will be a mass 
movement and we salute the work of our Spanish section in calling the strike, which 
undoubtedly will be a massive success. We also note, following the initiative of the 
Irish section through comrade Ruth Coppinger who called for strikes and walkouts 
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last October, using parliament as a platform, ROSA and our Irish section have 
managed to get support for mass walkouts in Dublin from UNITE the union, USI (Irish 
student union) and the crane drivers so far. The SP are proposing resolutions in 
support of the walk-out in other unions including the nurses and midwives. 

32. As Goethe said: “All theory, dear friend, is gray, but the golden tree of life springs 
evergreen”. Clearly, the real life struggle of the class is clarifying the issues under 
debate….. Therefore, we call upon the Spanish section to organise a series of 
regional and local debates after March 8th to reflect on the political questions, 
especially on the orientation and experiences of LyCs and ROSA (Ireland and 
Belgium) to which comrades from the Irish and Belgian sections should be invited.  

33. We also think given the crucial importance of the National Question in the Spanish 
State it would be vital to hear first hand and discuss the accumulated theoretical 
knowledge and experience of the Northern Irish comrades. The National Question is 
a complicated question for Marxists and has to be carefully discussed. Criticisms of 
Facebook posts, which were subsequently deleted but are being used verbally as 
‘proof’ the Irish section have an incorrect position on the National Question are no 
substitute for a serious discussion.  

34. We have trusted our leadership over decades but the CWI belongs to the thousands 
of workers and youth around the world who do the activity, pay their subs and 
sacrifice their time and energy to build a world revolutionary party. We are confident 
that the EC will agree that we should therefore be trusted to debate the issues in the 
best traditions of Trotskyism. 

35. The fundamental purpose of this statement is to uphold the democratic procedures 
and push political discussion ahead of the precipitous split madness and force the 
debate to go full term to really deepen our understanding of the period we are going 
through and sharpen our tactics based on already agreed perspectives. We 
absolutely have to avoid throwing all the mostly unsubstantiated verbal criticisms of 
the Irish section and other sections into one confusing pot. Every issue must be 
examined carefully. We need to agree a structured programme of political 
discussions at national, regional and local level on the political issues which are 
emerging as reflected in the documents.  

36. Every comrade has the duty and right to study all the documents, listen to different 
points of view and ask questions of the leadership and demand answers.     

"Before a conference when the problem was one of formulating a political line for 
the next period, democracy triumphs over centralism, when the problem concerns 
itself with political action, centralism subordinates democracy to itself. Democracy 
again asserts its rights when the party feels the need to examine critically its own 
actions.”  

Leon Trotsky: On Democratic Centralism and the Regime (1937) 
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As the section with the least recent experience of the work of all the sections of the CWI, we 
should take extra care to really investigate the claims the Faction has made and not simply 
pass on hearsay uncritically. We should calmly and collectively discuss all the issues that 
have come up in this debate so far and recognise that the leadership is ultimately 
responsible for ensuring that kind of process is organised on the most democratic and open 
basis possible. However, as loyal and dedicated rank and file CWI comrades we have the 
right and duty to call our leadership to account if we feel they are putting the future of our 
international in jeopardy.   

Nothing less than the future of the CWI is at stake in this debate. If there is a chance to 
maintain a united international based on the ideas of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky, 
internationalism and the central role of our class, the working class, then ALL comrades, 
both rank and file and leadership have a duty to try to make it happen. 

Finally, we have produced this document simultaneously in English and Spanish and see no 
reason why it should not be shared immediately with all rank and file comrades.   

                                                                                                           


