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Why a special la Brecha? 
 
La Brecha was first created in 2014 as the magazine of 
Socialismo Revolucionario (SR). Previously we had 
produced a series of magazines going back to 2010 
when we first formed our organisation in the Spanish 
state. Our intention has always been to be a part of 
creating an International, non sectarian, combat 
revolutionary party. 
 
We believed we were part of a broader process of 
pulling genuine revolutionary forces together to create a 
pole of attraction for the working class of the Spanish 
state. The international banner of the Committee for a 
Workers’ International  (CWI) was also an integral part 
of this process. 
 
In 2017 the CWI were approached by Izquierda 
Revolucionaria (IR) who lead el Sindicato de 
Estudiantes (SE) and Libres y Combativas (LyCs) both 
in the Spanish state. After a short unification process we 
merged with this group in Spain and internationally. 
From 2017 to 2019 we stopped producing La Brecha.  
 
In this unification our SR members early on had different 
experiences. In Barcelona our members were rapidly 
turned off IR and indeed were not happy with the 
unification process  lead by IR and the CWI International 
Secretariat (IS). In other areas the first experiences 
were not as negative  but over a longer period of time 
problems also started to emerge.  
 
In November 2019 a major conflict took place in the 
leading international body of the CWI (see declaration of 
CWI majority) and this conflict not only speeded up the 
degeneration of the old CWI leadership but quickly 
exposed the sectarian and top down nature of IR.  
 
We have learnt a lot in the last few years and we believe 
it is our duty to the revolutionary workers’ movement to 

explain our experiences and draw out the lessons, to 
the best of our ability. 
 
We do this through this La Brecha special edition. In 
sections we make a polemicise against our former allies 
in the CWI and IR. We do not do this to simply score 
points but to appeal to the ranks of these organizations 
to consider the ideas we raise in a comradely way and 
to consider transforming their organizations accordingly. 
Unfortunately some of the leaders of these groups find 
democratic debate difficult. (see The Generation of 
austerity and the need for a democratic revolutionary 
party) 
 
The fundamental task of Marxists today is link our 
programme to the masses and win them to the idea of 
socialist change. How we develop our program in a 
transitional way and develop our strategy is critical in 
the struggle to theoretically and organisationally prepare 
our class for its historic task of ending capitalism (see - 
for a 21st century transitional programme) 
 
We do not see what we print here to be the complete 
story but a genuine contribution to a very rich heritage of 
discussion on the revolutionary left. This La Brecha is 
part 1. In the 2nd special La Brecha we will develop in 
more detail our programme, the national question in the 
Spanish state and a detailed report of the forthcoming 
world congress of the CWI Majority. For Marxists, 
perspectives and analysis are central to developing 
theory and we start this La Brecha with our most recent 
perspectives article. We will develop these points in 
future material (see - New government but instability 
and polarisation continues) 
 
We welcome discussion, dialogue and collaboration with 
all genuine revolutionaries. We do not think we have all 
the answers and see this as a contribution to the debate 
of how to build a united struggle to end capitalism and 
for the socialist transformation of society. 
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 CWI/SR/IR Split timeline 

JUNE 2016 
The leadership of Izquierda Revolucionaria (IR) wrote to 
the CWI asking for discussions with a view to rejoin the 
international after leaving in 1992. 

 
SEPTEMBER 2016 
Exchange of documents and positive meetings took 
place in London 

 
NOVEMBER 2016 
CWI members and representatives attended a rally in 
Madrid to celebrate the 30th anniversary of SE and the 
40th anniversary of IR / El Militante. 

 
The England and Wales Socialist Party’s SOCIALISM 
event 2016 in London was addressed by Juan Ignacio 
Ramos, the general secretary of IR. 

 
FEBRUARY 2017  
Representatives of CWI and SR attend CC meeting of 
IR. SR comrades from Barcelona raise first concerns 
about the unification process. 

 
APRIL 2017 
Unanimous vote in favour of unification with CWI at IR 
Congress. 

 
MAY 2017 
Serious concerns develop amongst SR comrades over 
discussion of branch structures and internal democracy. 
They make a compromise on the basis that building 
together will resolve problems.  

 
JULY 22nd, 2017 in Barcelona 
Vote in favour of reunification of CWI and IR at special 
congress at CWI world school. SR were not granted a 
delegate as it was presumed they were integrated into 
IR already. 

 
NOVEMBER 2017  
Two SR comrades from Barcelona resign from the IR 
Barcelona committee and CC over lack of internal 
democracy. A secret internal campaign begins to 
undermine these comrades.  

 
JANUARY to MAY 2017 
Most SR comrades in Barcelona  leave IR. The one 
remaining comrade becomes semi active. The 
experience of other SR comrades in the Basque Country 
and Andalusia is generally positive and they play full and 
very active roles building IR. In those areas strong 
branch and regional structures existed in IR 
 
ROSA Rally Dublin 
Comrades from Libres y Combativas (LyCs) and IR 
attended and spoke at the hugely successful ROSA rally 
in Dublin on April 14th 2018 and were on record praising 
the event in enthusiastic terms, especially the working 
class women who spoke. Articles were published on LyC 
and IR website marking the event as ‘historic.’ There 
were no criticisms of the CWI’s Irish section’s approach 
on the question of women at the time. Yet less than a 
year later the IR leadership would be denouncing the 
Irish comrades as ‘Mandelite’. 

 
 

NOVEMBER 2018 CWI IEC 
IR leadership joined the minority IS faction and were in 
fact agitating for an immediate split without debate 
amongst the rank and file. 

 
FEBRUARY 2019 
Former SR comrades published the document FOR A 
DEMOCRATIC DEBATE WITH THE FULL 
PARTICIPATION OF THE RANK AND FILE. 

 
MARCH 2019  
IR leadership published two hysterical and denunciatory 
letters with little political content questioning the right of 
the comrades to even publish a document. 
All Documents can be downloaded from our website. 

 
APRIL 2019 IR Congress 

 
IR CC made decision to leave CWI. No votes were taken 
at branches or aggregates before the  Easter Congress 
which voted with one vote against to leave the CWI. 
The debate in IR was top down. There were too many 
precipitous conclusions and denunciations and not 
enough listening, curiosity and exploring ideas. The IR 
leadership complained about ‘too many documents’ yet 
they were part of Faction which refused to organise a 
more ordered and democratic debate. The IR leadership 
refused to take responsibility for their part in forming the 
Faction and creating a crisis in CWI. The IR leadership’s 
alliance with Faction was politically incoherent and 
unprincipled. 

 
May 2019 
The three comrades who published the discussion 
document were summarily expelled in face to face 
discussions and via WhatsAPP. No charges were made, 
no votes at branch level and no right of appeal. 
The comrade in the Basque Country asked for his subs 
to be returned due to the undemocratic nature of IR. A 
registered letter was sent and several follow up 
messages. The IR leadership would not even 
acknowledge receipt of the letters. Loyal membership 
and active militancy in IR and the revolutionary 
movement count for nothing for the sectarian leadership 
of IR. 

 
JULY 2020 
The SR comrades expelled from IR attempted to send 
an observer to the England and Wales SP conference in 
London which would endorse the minority breakaway 
from the CWI. They were denied on fabricated ‘reasons’ 
such as not paying International subs or lack of space, 
this was despite having an accumulated CWI 
membership of the 3 of over 80 years much of which 
within the English section. This in reality was the SR 
comrades being expelled for a second time to avoid their 
experiences on the real nature of the IR leadership and 
their unprincipled alliance with the IS and SP leadership 
being expressed.  

Socialismo Revolucionario weekend school Barcelona 2016 
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Spanish State: New government 
but instability and polarisation 
continue 
 
Only the struggle on the streets will bring 
about real change for the working class! 
 
Viki Lara 
 
Pedro Sanchez was installed as president of the 
Spanish government in almost dramatic fashion, by 
only a two vote difference, after several vote changes, 
threats and insults by email and use of fascist graffiti 
symbols against the deputies who had announced their 
intention to vote to elect Pedro Sanchez as president. 
Amid invitations to cross party lines by Ciudadanos’ 
Ines Arrimadas, there was nervousness from both 
PSOE and Unidas Podemos (Podemos and United 
Left electoral coalition), who counted votes one by one 
from their seats. All of this in the middle of a 
parliamentary session that the right wing tried to break 
up with interruptions, insults, and cheers of “long live” 
the king and Spain. 

All of this, of course, reflects the growing political 
polarization in the Spanish state, the result of a brutal 
economic crisis and the enormous cuts that workers 
throughout the Spanish state have suffered to our 
living standards and social services. Let us remember 
that the working class has still not recovered from the 
2008 crisis, that we continue to have more 
unemployment, worsening working conditions and 
wages; andhH that investment in basic public services 
such as healthcare and education has not yet reached 
levels similar to those before the 2008 crisis. 

In addition to this polarization, there continues to be 
enormous instability that capitalism has been unable to 
resolve in the last four years, with four general 
elections, various failed attempts to form a 
government, coup d’états within PSOE to get them to 
abstain and facilitate a PP government, and votes of 
no confidence. The instability is not going to be 
reduced with this new government, formed with the 
tightest vote since the 1978 regime was established 
with a perspective of a difficult and convulsive term in 
office, where the government will have major difficulties 
to get important measures, such as budgets, passed to 
ensure it can keep the government intact. 

Coalition Government PSOE- Unidas Podemos 

Many workers have received with a sigh of relief, and 
even with joy, the results of the last two general 
elections, which stopped a possible coalition 
government of the right and extreme right. Millions are 
glad that Pedro Sánchez’s inauguration has finally 
been achieved with a governmental agreement 
between PSOE and the UP which is described as 
progressive, feminist and environmentalist. 

The agreement between PSOE and UP announced in 
December presents some measures that have been 
received positively by many workers. These include the 
repeal of some of the aspects of the 2012 labour 
reform, the raising of the minimum wage (which, they 
say, will reach 1200 euros), rent controls, pension 
increases in line with the pricing index and greater 

increases for minimum and non-contributory pensions, 
etc.  

However, a more detailed reading of the agreement 
reveals a programme with many measures aimed at 
businesses, even if they are hidden behind the 
language of “job creation”, ” reindustrialization”, “Green 
New Deal” (in relation to support for businesses during 
the ecological transition) and a long etcetera.  

In addition, there are many limits to the measures 
proposed that will directly affect the working class. For 
example, the minimum wage will be increased 
gradually and will be conditional on the report of an 
“advisory cabinet” to the Ministry of Labour that will 
consider issues such as the “general economic 
situation”. Even if the expected minimum wage 
increase of 1200 euros per month is implemented, the 
great precariousness in which many workers live, 
including the small number of hours per week that 
formally appear on their contracts, will mean that many 
workers will not receive this salary. 

As far as labour reform is concerned, Zapatero’s 
(President of the PSOE government in office until 
2011) labour reform of 2010 will remain in force, which 
already significantly attacked workers’ rights, with 
measures such as the reduction of redundancy pay to 
33 days per year worked; and not all of the PP’s 2012 
labour reform, but only the points highlighted in the 
agreement. There will still be many measures in place 
to make employment “flexible”. For example: 
companies, alleging economic or “technical” reasons, 
to disengage from the collective agreement affecting 
their sector. 

Government of “compliance” 

In addition, as we have already stated in previous 
articles, the coalition programme commits UP to 
“compliance with fiscal discipline mechanisms”, and to 
deficit and debt reduction. This means, especially in 
the scenario of a new economic crisis that could be 
close, that priority is given to fiscal stability, and to 
meeting the criteria imposed by the European Union in 
relation to the payment of public debt and bailouts, 
rather than to measures in favour of the working class 
or public services. 

This is a very dangerous scenario for UP, which is tied 
to a completely capitalist party such as PSOE in this 
coalition, and which could become perceived by many 
workers as more of the same, another party of the 
“establishment” that crushes their rights and living 
conditions and makes the workers pay for their 
economic crises. We have argued before that entering 
the government, instead of supporting its formation 
from the outside to block the right and then politically 
opposing a PSOE government, would leave UP even 
more isolated from the workers and the struggle in the 
streets. This withdrawal from the streets and full entry 
into the institutional game had already caused UP to 
lose many votes and seats during the last elections, 
and its support base could be further diminished in 
favour of other forces that are perceived as more “anti-
system”. From this point of view, far right Vox could 
position itself as an anti-system force and rally even 
more support. 

As we have pointed out before, the rank and file of UP 
has to be attentive to the measures implemented by 
the government, to fight and force the implementation 
of those that are in favour of the working class and to 
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force UP to leave the coalition government if cuts are 
made to our living conditions or public services. 

Honeymoon for the new government? 

Some of the measures announced by the government 
will undoubtedly provoke a reaction from both the 
markets and other reactionary forces such as the 
Catholic Church, and harsh attacks from the parties 
representing these forces in parliament, especially PP, 
Ciudadanos (Citizens) and Vox. This will happen, for 
example, if measures are soon implemented such as the 
elimination of grades for the subject of religion, the 
exhumation of the victims of Francoism or the 
introduction of a day to honor them, a law effectively 
approving euthanasia, etc. 

By implementing these measures, and some limited 
economic measures against the banks, or the big 
electricity companies, the government could give, at 
least for a period, the sensation of fighting against the 
forces of reaction and against the markets, and this 
could win it some support from the workers and youth. 
Of course, any some positive reforms in economic 
aspects, and increased budgets for public services, will 
be welcomed. 

However, this government will not be a stable one and 
the political landscape will remain highly polarized. In the 
Basque Country, a general strike has been called for 
January 30th, supported by the unions ELA, LAB, and 
CNT among others. These organizations demand a 
minimum pension of 1080 euros and a minimum wage of 
1200, a working week of 35 hours, and retirement at 65 
years of age among other issues.  

Socialismo Revolucionario, defends this path, that of 
struggle, in order to achieve real changes in our lives 
such as the end of job insecurity, investments in public 
services that also create quality jobs with decent 
salaries, and the immediate implementation of social 
housing from currently empty houses. In the current 
scenario, the bourgeoisie will shout out against even the 

most limited measures, either directly or through its 
representatives in the institutions. Basque workers are 
showing the way for the rest of the Spanish state to fight 
for our wages, labor and democratic rights and public 
services. We must continue to mobilize to achieve a 
state-wide call for a strike, since the majority unions, 
CCOO and UGT, have no intention of calling it against a 
“progressive” government. The only way they will do so 
is if they feel the pressure of their rank and file and the 
wider movement.  

Furthermore, the left and the trade union movement 
must be vigilant and fight against every attack from the 
extreme right on women, immigrants, the LGBTQ 
movement and the workers’ movement in general. We 
must not forget that in addition to the new institutional 
power that Vox has gained at the state level, its far-right 
ideas and demands are being pushed in the 
governments of several autonomous communities, 
including Andalusia, Madrid and Murcia.  

Catalonia 

Another major axis of polarization will be the negotiating 
table that has been set up between ERC (Catalan pro-
independence party) and PSOE. On the one hand, as 
we saw during the elections and the inauguration, PP, 
Citizens, Vox and other forces, including some of the so-
called “PSOE barons” will not miss the opportunity to 
proclaim that a pact is being made with coup d’état 
leaders or even terrorists, that Spain is being broken or, 
in a supposedly social tone, that “equal rights” among 
Spaniards are being taken away. Of course, all these 
voices are silent about the fact that the real inequality is 
between the workers and the bourgeoisie, and that this 
inequality has not stopped growing since the outbreak of 
the crisis in 2008. 

Against this backdrop, it is quite possible that the 
negotiations between the central government and the 
Generalitat (Catalan government), apart from being slow 
and obstructive, will only lead to very lacklustre 
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The generation of austerity and 
the need for a democratic 
revolutionary party 
 
Rob MacDonald 
 
After over 10 years of capitalist austerity, based on the 
economic crash of 2007, illusions in the idea that we can 
win slow reforms from the capitalist system to achieve 
social and economic change have been hugely reduced. 
In fact the promise of social pacts in the transitional 
period and the basis of the regime of 1978 are in tatters. 
Indeed it is only struggle that takes on a revolutionary 
character that really worries the establishment such as 
recently in Catalonia, Hong Kong and Chile. This is why 
harsh repression is the only answer from these capitalist 
states.   

 
The system has been left after the  crisis of 2007 unable 
to give the very basic reforms to quieten the masses. In 
Catalonia basic democracy in the form of the right to a 
referendum over self determination cannot even be 
provided.   

 
We are now entering a new economic phase of crises 
for the system with increased social international 
tensions to say nothing of the impending doom of the 

environmental crisis. There is a basis for the masses to 
start to draw revolutionary conclusions and is reflected in 
the ferocity of many of the struggles erupting around the 
world.  

 
Unfortunately there is a log jam created by the 
leadership of the official workers’ movement, aided by 
leaders of new left formations that do not go beyond the 
limits imposed by the capitalist system. This is  clearly 
shown when in the very moment class unity needs to be 
strengthened in the struggle for self determination in 
Catalonia, the leaders of the main trade unions formed a 
pact with the bosses’ organisations, while the new left 
around PODEMOS were pathetically pleading for 
dialogue as the people were being beaten with batons. 
The organisational structures of these formations are at 
present an institutional block and the movements have 
to go around them. Not just in the main trade unions but 
also in the top down formation of Podemos and IU. In 
the case of Podemos this is  a direct betrayal of the 
democratic roots of 15 M. The problem with democracy 
is also present in the smaller revolutionary groups. In 
this article we develop a critique of elements of the 
revolutionary left around this questions of democracy in 
the movement and within our organisations. 
  

Need for a Revolutionary organisation  
 
The situation is crying out for the formation of mass 

agreements that do not respond in any way to the 
aspirations of the movement for an independent 
republic. Instead of pacifying and calming the situation 
in Catalonia, these negotiations may lead to new 
tensions and once again to mass demonstrations and 
strikes as we have seen repeatedly in recent years. 

To this must be added the latest decisions made by the 
European Union institutions that have led to the 
recognition of Junqueras (political prisoner) and 
Puigdemont and Comín (exiles) as MEPs, which clearly 
went against the decisions taken by the Spanish state 
and called into question the entire judicial process that 
has condemned Catalan political prisoners to very 
harsh prison sentences. This undoubtedly presents an 
urgent need for the movement to continue to mobilize 
in order to achieve significant steps forward in the 
situation of the prisoners, including demanding the 
release of Junqueras to exercise his position as an 
MEP while continuing to clarify his situation of immunity 
from prosecution. 

These latest setbacks suffered by the state courts also 
reveal their true reactionary and repressive nature, 
which has already manifested itself on many other 
occasions, with the judicial persecution of rappers and, 
tweeters (who expressed leftist ideas) and union or 
feminist activists. This aspect, together with the 
common struggle of all workers in the state and 
internationally for our rights and living conditions, must 
be the bridge that unites the entire left, including the 
rank and file of the unions and UP, the CUP and Bildu, 
in a struggle against the Spanish capitalist regime and 
all its reactionary institutions, including fighting for the 
end of the monarchy, and against the economic which 

it props up: capitalism. Only through this determined 
struggle will we achieve true democratic rights, 
including Catalonia’s right to self-determination, or real 
social changes such as nationalizing the main sectors 
of the economy such as finance, the energy sector, 
transport and communications to organise massive 
public investment in public services, for quality 
employment, to solve the housing problem and to fight 
against climate change. 

* On January 12 the European Parliament accepted the 
Spanish courts ruling stating that Oriol Junqueras 
cannot take public office and therefore revoked his 
status as MEP. Junqueras announced he will appeal 
this decision. 
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democratic revolutionary organisations that learn how to 
build movements, give shape to the democracy of the 
street such as assemblies and become a real pole of 
attraction for the whole working class. These types of 
organisations need to be consciously built.   

 
In the process of creating these organisations we must 
learn from all history has to offer. We must reject 
undemocratic methods that will not appeal to the new 
generation, however, merely declaring that we need a 
“revolution” is not the solution either.  At the same 
time,we seriously need to build an organization whose 
task it is to overthrow capitalism and replace it with a 
democratic socialist system governed by and for working 
people. 

 
This force must understand the tactics and strategies 
that are necessary to end capitalism, which is not an 
uncomplicated task, mainly because capitalism has 
great resources at its disposal and many people still 
believe that capitalism can be reformed in some way or 
see no alternative. While we must fight for all reforms, 
no matter how small, in the end only revolutionary 
change can guarantee them. This is why we develop a 
transitional approach as outlined in “For a 21st Century 
Transitional Programme”. This approach and ideas that 
link the realities of the struggle today with the aim of 
socialist transformation cannot be carried out without the 
necessary organisational structures. Ideas must be built 
into material force. 

 

Is the example of soviet union relevant 
today? 

 
Any revolutionary organisation today needs to be 
radically democratic, but also very combative to be able 
to end capitalism. The history of the Bolsheviks is a 
good example of how to overthrow capitalism. Of 
course, we are not in the Russia of 1917, and new 
methods of organization must be used, but making 
sense of this history remains fundamental to the success 
of a democratic and revolutionary party based on the 
working class. 

 
The Bolsheviks ultimately were successful as they were 
united around a clear programme of action which was 
forged in debates and proven in action. To succeed in 
taking power they needed to be a focused revolutionary 
party. However, even in the heat of the struggle the 
internal debates continued. Democracy was an essential 
ingredient in forming the Bolsheviks even in the difficult 
situation which existed in Tsarist Russia and on the eve 
of the revolution debates raged as to which path to take.  

 
Key to understanding the true history of Bolshevism is 
the degeneration that took place after the first heroic 
years of the first workers' state. Fundamentally, this was 
caused by the destruction of the civil war and the 
absence of an international revolution which aided the 
development of a  bureaucracy. This ultimately lead to 
Stalin's hold on power and the theory of socialism in one 
country winning the day. Around this and other major 
political errors and social difficulties, genuine workers’ 
democracy  was crushed. 

 
The Stalinist Russia that developed and the socialist 
countries that imitated it later, although correctly based 
on a production plan for the needs of their people, were 

led by anti-democratic bureaucracies that  in the end 
caused the failure of the socialist projects, and finally the 
restoration of capitalism in the 1990s in most of these 
countries. 

 
These bureaucracies were reflected in the communist 
parties worldwide and also through the workers' 
movement during and since then. Alongside this, the 
great betrayals of most of the former social-democratic 
parties, which during the collapse of Stalinism finally 
became openly capitalist parties, often achieved with 
methods of bureaucratic centralism that snuffed out 
workers’ participation. This has left us with a 
bureaucratic hangover especially regarding internal 
democracy, from which we need to learn.  

 

Unfortunately, 21st century bureaucrats and Stalinist 
methods still exist and prevail in new organisations. 
Some on the left prefer organisations with hierarchical 
approaches with closed meetings and secret pacts 
rather than relying on a grassroots democracy of the 
workers and the youth. 

 

Marxist method and the International view 
 
Often there are different opinions on what the next steps 
in the struggle should be and therefore an open workers' 
democracy is essential for making decisions. Our 
decisions must be based on what is best for the class 
struggle and to end capitalism. Therefore, we must try to 
avoid sectarianism or do only what favours one party or 
another on the Left. SR works within and is oriented 
towards all workers' organisations for the purpose of 
uniting them, and the working class in general, around a 
programme that can provide real social change. That is 
why a revolutionary party has to be flexible in its tactics, 
while holding firmly onto its principles. That enables it to 
exist as a minority tendency and a distinct view in the 
movement for extended periods.  

 
We must avoid the opportunism of individuals or groups 
who arrogantly believe they are above democracy, 
especially at this time in history when what is needed is 
a clear vision of what the left is trying to achieve which 
can only be attained by democratic debate that honestly 
tests out ideas. 

 
All this can only be guaranteed by a party that develops 
cadres educated in the history of class struggle and truly 
Marxist methods. That is why we take our training as 
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revolutionaries seriously, and it is our priority and belief 
that all comrades can be leaders in some way according 
to their ability. The idea is to get a clearer picture by 
learning from historical and current mistakes from every 
possible source. An essential part of this is to have an 
international perspective. 

 
Capitalism exploits workers worldwide by pitting different 
countries against each other. A true world socialism 
must be international. This is one of the key lessons of 
previous socialist projects. The SR group is affiliated 
with to the CWI majority which has members and 
organizations in over 30 countries and we exist as a 
world party, not only for the purpose of solidarity, but 
also with the mutual understanding and development of 
the best programme and tactics based on as broad a 
knowledge as possible. 

 

Revolutionary democracy is born from the 
class struggle 

 
Changes occur in society thanks to social forces, i.e. if 
the working class is conscious and armed with a 
coherent strategy we can change society. The more we 
are, the more we can move, but this process is based on 
clear ideas. Today, in the Spanish state and in many 
parts of the world, revolution and social change are 
possible, but we should not wait for someone else to 
organize this change, we should do it ourselves. 

 
The concrete truth is that Capitalism holds all the power. 
It controls the state, the judiciary, they own the factories, 
and the media. It disseminates its message in all 
spheres of life. To jump from one era, capitalism, to 
another, socialism, needs to happen without the 
permission of the dominant capitalist class. Therefore, 
how marxists organise is not a secondary question.  

 
In the class struggle important ideas of struggle are 
developed. One of the key powers, we the working class 
have is the collective power to strike and withhold our 
labour from the capitalist system. The key point to grasp 
about strike weapon is that we have full discussion 
within the given workplace, we decide collectively to 
strike and we stay on strike in unity until we win or 
decide to withdraw. This same logic is often applied in 
revolutionary organizations and is known as democratic 
centralism.  

 

What is democratic centralism? 

 
The idea of democratic centralism is that the 
revolutionary party is deeply democratic at drawing out 
and deciding the program and strategy needed to 
overthrow capitalism and then when we go into battle we 
use the combative form of centralism to maximise our 
forces. In the process of battles we develop a trusted 
leadership which get reformed and replaced by the 
recurring democratic element. What organizational form 
it takes should reflect the needs of the class struggle 
and the consciousness of the people involved.  

 
It is often stated that the level of understanding and 
involvement of the rank and file cadre is critical in this 
regard to safeguarding internal democracy. This idea is 
revolutionary to its core as it empowers  each member to 
understand the dialectical interrelation of all social forces 
in society and within any organisation and their general 

responsibility to speak up in a positive manner. Without 
an educated membership able to act on the basis 
of  independent thinking, then the process of democratic 
centralism breaks down. The battlefield against 
capitalism is littered with the corpses of organisations 
that have lived and died thinking they are the one and 
only vanguard for the working class. Unfortunately, this 
arrogant  idea can easily become ossified in the self 
importance of the leadership and will lead to their 
degeneration. Our movement dies without true 
democratic internal life. Nobody is immune to this 
process and only through a close honest look at the 
details of the decline and fall of organizations can we 
understand mistakes so as not to repeat them. Such a 
process occurred for supporters of SR who recently 
ended a process of unification and expulsion with the 
group IR. 

 

IR - A case study in gross violations of 
democratic practices 
 
Many readers will not be aware of IR, they are an 
organisation that sells El Miliante and control the 
Sindicato de Estudiantes (SE). Their leadership’s 
attitude regarding internal democracy is a good example 
of how not to build an organization in this present 
epoch.  

 
We explain here some of the lessons we have drawn 
from this period not for malice but as a way of explaining 
to the class and revolutionary left what we believe are 
fundamental errors of internal democracy and how these 
can affect the political and organisational development 
of a group. In fact we still believe there are many good 
militants within this group as there  are in other groups, 
but if lessons are not learnt our movement will be 
hampered. 
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In July 2017 we unified in a rushed manner 
internationally with the  group IR. In November 2018 
when the dispute broke out in CWI (see  - CWI Majority 
declaration) IR played and negative and infantile role. 
They eventually broke with the CWI after only 4 months 
into a 12 month discussion process. In this period, 3 
members wrote a document (“For a democratic debate 
with the full participation of the rank and file”.) which 
clearly exposed the behaviour of the leadership: rather 
than answering the points and providing evidence-based 
arguments, there was a hysterical response of baseless 
accusations of gross violation of democratic centralism 
and opportunism and adhering to the ideas of 
liquidationism of the revolutionary party. This leadership 
clearly believed that the rank and file had no right to 
enter the debate. A few months later these 3 comrades 
were expelled without reason or a right to appeal. This 
action alone showed the inability of the leadership to 
accept any other narrative than that of the leading 
clique. Expelling people is common place inside IR and 
its function is to purify the organization against elements 
the leadership feel threatened by.  

 
In this process of democratic discussion it was clear 
from the beginning they wanted a break immediately 
without a thorough discussion within IR. This in itself is a 
major violation of the deep discussion that was 
necessary.  

 
While it is not desirable to have different warring factions 
inside a revolutionary organisations for long periods, 
splits should in general be an extreme outcome. different 
tendencies should be allowed to exist as long as they 
abide by the democratic decisions of the majority of the 
organisation. This condition should be allowed while 
differing perspectives are born out or not. Agreement is 
based on reality not on egos or prestige of leaderships. 
This is a key component of the revolutionary party. 
Unfortunately, in our experience the egos and prestige 
of the IR leadership are more important than political 
reality and democratic debate.  

 
In any party of more than two people there are different 
approaches. The idea is to find objective truth based on 
evidence, this however is an alien approach for IR. In 
this debate the leadership of IR made false claims and 
changed positions to fit with their narrative irrespective 
of facts. (see examples in For a 21st century transitional 
programme)   

 
The base of the organisation should be a check on the 
leadership and while in a democratic centralist 
organisation there needs to be a dialectical flexibility 
there must be a constitution of rights which are 
respected and protected. A leadership that is all 
powerful and over centralised and does not allow 
dissent, like IR, will not attract or keep the best people 
and will also lead to political mistakes.  

 
In the powerful movements that rocked Catalonia there 
were a number of important disagreements that 
emerged in the Catalan leadership in 2017.  Although 
these disagreements would have been possible to 
resolve thorough discussion, they were in fact  crushed 
and the party line from the Madrid based EC was 
imposed.  Proclamations made in the name of Catalan 
organisation were first read by leading Catalan 
comrades online, normal democracy was suspended 

some of which was understandable in the heat of the 
battle but disagreements amongst the Catalan 
leadership were never discussed openly. In a struggle 
such as the one in Catalonia the nuances are critical for 
a correct position. Had IR actually been in a position of 
leadership in that movement, this could have led to 
serious errors,. The democratic structures such as the 
branch were suspended for over a year and replaced 
with occasional meetings which were mixed with front 
organisations. while dissidents were dealt with by 
bureaucratic maneuvers and falsification of people’s 
positions done behind the backs of the rank and file.  

 

The democratic base is key  

 
The role of the branch in a revolutionary organisation is 
critical. Not only for  education and consolidation of 
cadres but also the democratic foundation of the 
organisation. Insisting on having a weekly branch is not 
a fetish but recognising it is an instrument that the party 
uses directly to interact with the class. It is the organic 
link from the class to our leadership and how we then 
formulate our positions based on the historic 
understanding of the Marxist legacy. It is this dialectic 
flow of action, information, opinions and experiments 
that goes “UP” from the branches that informs the 
leadership and helps them to centralise the information 
and pass down plans, coordination and above all create 
a collective political understanding. There is a severe 
lack of opinions going “up” in IR. Unfortunately, what we 
are left with is a top down and commandist structure that 
passes down instructions. This is common in many left 
organisations and is a hangover from Stalinism and will 
not attract and keep the next generation. 

 

Democracy is not optional 
 
IR grossly misunderstands democratic centralism, in that 
they use the same methods of unity needed against the 
capitalist enemy as an internal tool to isolate and push 
out anyone opposing inside the organisation. There is an 
over the top party patronage developed and demands 
for loyalty that inhibit open discussion. In  In the CWI 
debate inside IR the branches had very few discussions 
and distortion of evidence of facts was commonplace. 
Those that pointed out this hypocracity were expelled 
without recall. This practice is alien to a genuine 
revolutionary party. This leaves a leadership without real 
vision, which in turn leads to errors and people leaving.  
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For a 21st century transitional 

programme   

John Hird 

From the time of Marx and Engels a dialectical and 
transitional approach to the demands socialists put 
before the working class has been of vital importance. 
All revolutionaries agree that socialism is the answer to 
the historical crisis of capitalism but simply proclaiming 
the need for socialism on the street corners does not 
suffice. The working class, youth and sections of the 
middle class have different levels of consciousness at 
different times depending on political circumstances. 
Revolutionaries aim to unite our class around a 
programme for socialist transformation, intervening in 
and supporting all struggles but at the same time always 
linking the struggle and demands to the need for 
socialism, in other words, building a bridge to existing 
consciousness.    

The Communist Manifesto by Marx and Engels was a 
concrete political analysis of Europe in 1848 and was at 
the same time a programme for the socialist 
transformation of society, as was Trotsky’s Transitional 
Programme, written almost 100 years later. Both 
documents were based on a concrete, theoretical 
analysis of the period. 

Trotsky wanted the Transitional Programme to appeal to 
the widest layers of the working class and emphasised 
the need for the programme to be understood: “if we 
present the whole socialist system it will appear to the 
average American as utopian, as something from 
Europe. We present it [in the form of a sliding scale of 
wages and hours] as a solution to this crisis which must 
assure their right to eat, drink and live in decent 

apartments. It is the program of socialism, but in a very 
popular form.” 

A programme cannot be simply a list of demands. 
Socialists have to avoid the caricature of revolutionary 
groups who abstractly tag the call for socialism onto the 
end of every article. The idea of socialism has to be put 
across in our materials in a way that connects the actual 

The fact that IR leadership decided not to stay inside 
CWI and argue their politics is systematic of their 
method. Sharp zig zags of political positions are a 
reflection  of organisational methods are not those of the 
flexible revolutionary party but of a top down sectarian 
one. 

 
In a post Stalinist era this cannot be part of a 
revolutionary democratic centralism method. Hysterical 
proclamations and denouncements are a sign of 
weakness not strength. These issues are not secondary 
when constructing the revolutionary party and will not be 
tolerated by the new generations we need to win.  

 
There is no perfect democratic blueprint, but building an 
organisation on the principle of the full democratic 
participation of the base is critical. Branches that are 
just places of education and instructions from the 
leadership will prove to be inadequate in the class 
struggle. The base must have the power to hold the 
leadership to account. There needs to be a democratic 
constitution, an ability to recall leaders and a leadership 
election method that does not allow the leadership to 
only propose itself and its supporters. Dissenting but 
loyal voices must play their part in a revolutionary party. 
They must be allowed to hold openly different opinions 
to the leadership during the process of different 

perspectives getting played out. This is not an argument 
for horizontalism, constant factions or liquidation but one 
of strengthening and genuine testing of ideas within a 
democratic centralist organisation. On this basis of an 
honest  platform can be built the mass revolutionary 
organisation that the working class needs. 
In the long term, we can only change things if we get rid 
of capitalism. This in turn will not happen unless we 
develop an organization with principles that can carry it 
out. It is not enough to be just anti-capitalist or to 
oppose cuts, we need a system that works for the 
working class. This system is socialism. SR at this time 
is a small organization but we believe that we can play a 
positive role in creating a revolutionary mass 
organization along with other groups and individuals  

We do this with the utmost honesty to clarify our 
understanding and to share collectively our lessons with 
the working class and labour movement who are looking 
for the road to revolutionary change in particular. 
Nothing can be more important than our understanding 
of democracy, of how we organize - without it we have 
no oxygen to create the independently minded cadres 
we need to defeat capitalism. 
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consciousness of different layers of the working class 
and other layers in struggle to the necessity of 
revolutionary objectives and the socialist transformation. 

Objectively, we can say the world is rotten ripe for 
socialism. Millions of young people have mobilised to 
fight against climate change and strong elements of an 
anti-system consciousness exist amongst wide layers. 
At base this is an anti-capitalist consciousness which 
can develop in a revolutionary direction in the course of 
the struggle. Trotsky recognised that consciousness 
often lags behind social reality. The idea that a series of 
socialist revolutions around the world will be necessary 
to save the planet is not yet part of the consciousness, 
even of the advanced layers but this could develop 
quickly under the impact of social crisis, class struggle 
and as yet unforeseen climatic disasters, such as the 
recent fires in Australia. 

Environmental movement and a transitional 
approach 

The task of revolutionaries is to energetically intervene 
in the climate change movement in a transitional way, at 
all times attempting to unite the movement around a 
programme which blames capitalism for the unfolding 
climate crisis and points a way forward with socialist 
demands and democratic planning to save the planet 
from destruction. 

Unfortunately some revolutionary groups have an ultra-
left approach and have shown how NOT to intervene in 
the climate change movement by attacking Greta 
Thunberg, the young leader of the global movement, 
questioning her motives. Such attacks are not 
understood by the youth who at this stage see Greta as 
an inspirational, self sacrificing and positive figure. 

The consciousness of the youth coming into activity in 
the climate change movement is to struggle, in the 
course of which they will learn about the role of the 
present leaders and importantly their political 
programme (or lack of it) to save the planet. 

Young people know what they are against, but at this 
stage are not absolutely clear what they want to replace 
the present capitalist system with. They will not take 
kindly to groups, however revolutionary their slogans 
sound, who lecture them in a condescending way about 
their lack of programme. Revolutionaries can act as a 
catalyst as the movement develops but they need to 
intervene and work alongside the youth. In the struggle 
all programmes and ideas are tested but it is the height 
of sectarianism to denounce the leaders, especially 
young ones like Greta just as the battle is commencing. 

Starting with conclusions is wrong 
approach 

In the international debate which took place within the 
CWI in 2019 the leadership of Izquierda Revolucionaria 
(IR) criticised sections in the CWI Majority for 
supposedly failing to raise the question of socialism in 
their programmes and public work. In essence they 
accused the CWI Majority of watering down their 
programme. In reality the debate was about how 
socialists apply the transitional programme in the 21st 
century. The IR leadership started with the ‘conclusion' 
that the CWI Majority were ‘Mandelites’, and then 
proceeded to ‘prove’ this by utilising half truths and by 
taking one point of an argument and absurdly stretching 

it, while often they themselves pose no transitional 
demands in much of their material or it is of a rigid 
character lacking the finesse of the CWI. 

During the debate in Catalonia on the climate issue IR 
comrades’ used an social media photo to criticise Irish 
comrades supposed limited anti-capitalist demands, 
while in the room was an IR placard with essentially the 
same anti-capitalist demand! 

Another example of this was the the IR leadership’s 
attack on Socialist Alternative’s (CWI US section) 
position on the “Green New Deal”. The IR leadership 
exhibit little understanding of what the “Green Deal” 
means in the US context. US comrades wrote a major 
article in Spanish on the question which was ignored by 
the IR leadership, presumably because it did not fit in 
with their ‘analysis’ that Socialist Alternative are putting 
an opportunist position on the Green New Deal. 

Readers can judge for themselves the truth of the 
matter: 

“Even under capitalism, if a sufficiently strong mass 
movement is built, some aspects of the Green New Deal 
could be won. But to achieve a full transition to an 
economy based on renewable energy by 2030 will 
require taking unprecedented steps against the private 
ownership of key sectors of the economy. Unfortunately, 
neither Ocasio-Cortez nor Sanders accept that we would 
have to move beyond the framework of capitalism to 
achieve these goals, which is a fundamental weakness 
of their approach. 

As long as the main energy companies are privately 
owned and run on the basis of profit and competition, 
they will fight against the Green New Deal and the scale 
of the funding, planning, and cooperation needed for the 
full plan simply cannot be achieved. We will need to take 
the main fossil fuel companies into public ownership, 
under the democratic control of working people, to 
actually carry out such a far-reaching plan, especially in 
such a short amount of time”. 

“We completely agree with the broader goals of the 
Green New Deal to end poverty and oppression but 
these too cannot be achieved within the framework of 
this system and will require revolutionary change. Taking 
the main pillars of the economy into public ownership to 
establish a democratically planned economy based 
around human need would lay the basis for the 
development of an egalitarian socialist society, under 
which exploitation and all forms of oppression could be 
rooted out. With the escalation of the international 
climate crisis, the need for humanity to move beyond 
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capitalism to socialism has never been posed more 
sharply. Join Socialist Alternative to help us fight for a 
workers’ Green New Deal and socialism”. 

Winning the Green New Deal Means Challenging 
Capitalism, By Elan Axelbank, March 27, 2019 

The above quotes nail the IR leadership’s lie that 
Socialist Alternative are putting an opportunist position 
on the New Green deal and in fact is an example of the 
transitional approach as outlined by Trotsky when 
he  emphasised the way a programme is presented to 
workers is extremely important. Trotsky’s advice to the 
US comrades in the 1930s is still relevant: “We must 
combine psychology and pedagogy, build the bridge to 
their minds.” 

Women’s movements today 

During the last few years the worldwide rising of women 
has been a test for Marxists in relation to the formulating 
of a transitional programme. 

CWI sections such as the Irish, Belgium and US have 
taken initiatives over the issues of  sexual violence and 
gender inequality. Before IR unified with the CWI they 
correctly set up the Libres y Combativas (LyCs) 
campaign. 
Broadly these campaigns were similar but with obvious 
differences of emphasis due to cultural and historical 
factors such as the legality of the right to abortion. The 
old CWI leadership had been slow to react to the 
worldwide women’s movement and the initiatives of 
sections on the issue caused major differences in the 
international debate.  

When the international debate first broke out it was 
therefore surprising that the IR leadership allied itself 
with the Faction when, for example the work of ROSA 
and LyCs both seemed to be attempts to campaign on a 
vital issue while the Faction, when they led the IS had 
not thought it necessary to seriously take up the 
question of the world wide rising of women as the 
comrades did in Ireland, Belgium and the Spanish State. 

We pointed this out at the time and what was the 
response of the IR leadership? Instead of sitting down 
with us and discussing the political points we raised in a 
comradely way, we were immediately denounced in two 
hysterical letters in which we were accused of breaking 
the norms of democratic centralism and of being 
‘Mandelites’ and ‘opportunists.’ That response showed 
the whole of the CWI that the IR leadership were afraid 
and unwilling to discuss the political issues seriously. In 
essence they were not equipped or prepared to argue 
politically about the transitional approach on the 

question of women. 

Previous to the formation of the faction the IR leadership 
had been extremely enthusiastic about the work of 
ROSA in Ireland. There exists a record of reports and 
messages written at the time of the abortion referendum 
campaign in Ireland by leading IR members to Irish 
comrades about the ROSA rally in Dublin, in which there 
is nothing but praise for the event and the work of the 
Irish comrades on the question of women. Not one word 
of criticism is contained in these messages or indeed in 
the article written soon after the event.  However, at the 
IR split congress in 2019 the same comrades strongly 
criticised the event and the Irish comrades. What 
changed? 

 
One anecdote summed up the level of ‘debate’ 
conducted by the IR leadership. At an Euskal Herria 
aggregate the EC comrade attacked the approach of the 
Irish comrades in the European elections and 
brandished a screenshot in which female Irish comrades 
were wearing headscarves, which was condemned as 
‘proof’ they were caving in to petit-bourgeois feminism! 
In the break the comrade was asked to clarify and they 
stated that ‘wearing the paraphernalia of the feminists 
proved the Irish comrades were on the wrong path.’ 

It was pointed out in the discussion that the LyC’s paper 
had photos of LyCs comrades wearing the same style of 
headscarves and in fact the EC comrade was speaking 
in front of enormous photo of a woman in a headscarf on 
an IR poster! This is not a serious way to debate political 
issues but unfortunately was part of the method of the IR 
leadership in the debate. 

Purposely fitting preconceived ideas and presenting 
them as finished and rigid positions is a form of 
fossilised Marxism and has nothing to do with the 
transitional approach. 

As a footnote to how not to approach a sensitive issue in 
a transitional way is how the leadership of IR took up the 
question of the legalisation of prostitution in the CWI 
debate. They erroneously claimed CWI majority sections 
such as the US and Irish were in favour of the 
legalisation of prostitution.They mistook a sensitivity to 
the efforts of women who are forced to work in 
prostitution to organise collectively to ameliorate their 
conditions as the thin end of the wedge which would end 
in supporting legalisation. 

In fact the CWI in Ireland are the only ones both on the 
Left and within the Left of the feminist movement that 
insist on criticising the sex industry and who are 
explicitly against any measures that would expand the 
industry in any way, and turn pimping into a legal 
business. 

 
Laura Fitzgerald of Socialist Party, Ireland, was clear on 
the issue in 2014: 

“Socialists should, however, totally oppose the full 
legalisation of prostitution. Those who profit from the 
business of prostitution, the ‘pimps’, as well as traffickers 
should be unambiguously criminalised”. 

 
Rather than engaging politically with the CWI majority in 
discussions the IR leadership conducted a trial by social 
media and scanned for out of context comments to 
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‘prove’ the comrades were in favour of legalisation.  

 
The approach of the Irish comrades exhibits a sensitive 
and transitional approach to the question rather than the 
denunciatory proclamations of IR on the issue: 

“The progressive opposition to legalisation is manifold. 
Firstly, because of the social message that legalisation 
conveys; namely, that it’s acceptable to buy sex, that 
women’s bodies are objects, that it’s okay for a man (as 
is the case in the vast majority of instances) to use his 
relative material wealth to buy a woman’s body, or a 
man’s body for that matter. In Germany, the legalisation 
of prostitution has been accompanied by a big 
expansion of the sex industry with up to a million men 
buying sex each day there. It also has unfortunately not 
resulted in de-stigmatising sex workers / prostitutes, the 
many of whom still don’t opt to legally register as official 
sex workers.” 

A socialist perspective on the sex industry - Laura 
Fitzgerald 

The position of the Irish comrades can in no way be 
interpreted as being in favour of the legalisation of 
prostitution yet the leadership of IR told their 
membership they were.  

The lack of a transitional approach by IR leads to ultra-
left consequences. It is understandable that a large layer 
in society, especially the youth who see the horrors 
faced by those working in the sex industry might think 
that a liberalised law would make life easier for sex 
workers. As socialists we should not cut ourselves off 
from this large layer by simply shutting down any 
discussion and labelling each and every one of them 
“pimps” as IR have done when they have disrupted 
broad feminist assemblies on the issue of the sex 
industry. 

 
IR put the demand for the ‘abolition of prostitution’ at the 
centre of their programme. Is this a transitional demand 
in the tradition of Trotsky?  What does this demand 

actually mean? To a large layer of workers and youth, 
what it immediately conjures up is that you wish to ban, 
as in legally prohibit people working in the sex industry 
which in essence translates as criminalising an 
extremely oppressed layer in society. Of course 
socialists want a world in which sex is not 
commercialised and there is full freedom and equality in 
all sexual and personal connections and relationships. A 
socialist society would create the conditions for a world 
with no sex industry. Baldly stating that you are in favour 
of “abolition” does not raise consciousness sufficiently 
and in fact linking yourself with “abolition” can connect 
you to the incorrect positions of some radical feminists. 

Bringing the working class towards the 
programme of revolution 

A programme which encapsulates the vital political tasks 
facing the working class and at the same time engages 
with existing conditions and consciousness is an 
indispensable instrument of intervention for a 
revolutionary party. It is not enough just to condemn 
capitalism and call for revolution and socialism.  A 
Marxist programme is not merely a declaration of 
fundamental principles. According to circumstances, a 
programme has to fulfil a variety of theoretical, 
programmatic and immediate tasks. 

There can be a contradiction between, on the one hand, 
programmatic demands calling for reforms and, on the 
other, making clear the need for a socialist 
transformation of society. This very real contradiction 
between the objective need for socialism and the 
immaturity of the consciousness and organisation of the 
working class, means the transitional approach plays 
such an important role in the armoury of revolutionaries. 

Although Marxism is a science, a way of analysing 
society, presenting a programme for socialist 
transformation is an art which takes skill and has to be 
done in a way that relates to the actual consciousness of 
different layers of workers. This cannot be achieved with 
a mechanical approach. 

Trotsky spoke at length on this dilemma: “some 
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demands appear very opportunistic – because they are 
adapted to the actual mentality of the workers… other 
demands appear too revolutionary – because they 
reflect more the objective situation than the actual 
mentality of the workers.” 

Trotsky never stated the Transitional Programme was 
the finished article : “… the end of the programme is not 
complete, because we don’t speak here about the social 
revolution, about the seizure of power by insurrection, 
the transformation of capitalist society into the 
dictatorship [of the proletariat], the dictatorship into the 
socialist society. This brings the reader only to the 
doorstep. It is a programme for action from today until 
the beginning of the socialist revolution. And from the 
practical point of view what is now most important is 
how can we guide the different strata of the proletariat in 
the direction of the socialist revolution.”  

In our opinion, consciousness is a constantly changing 
phenomenon and varies according to events and the 
strength of the subjective factor. It is absurd to argue, as 
the IR did in the debate, that there is one existing 
consciousness for the whole world. Clearly, unfolding 
events in Hong Kong / China, Chile, Bolivia and 
Catalonia, cannot be seen through the same prism as 
regards consciousness. 

Socialists fight for all, even limited democratic advances, 
but at the same time skilfully explain that the capitalist 
system will not guarantee reforms won through mass 
struggle or elections for all time and therefore the 
system must be overthrown and a new socialist system 
must be put in its place. 

Today the New Left formations like PODEMOS correctly 
criticise the consequences of capitalist rule in the 
Spanish State. However, they are not as far to the Left 
as the workers’ movement was in the 1970s when most 
Left parties and unions had the establishment of 
socialism as an objective. 40 years later, leaders such 
as Pablo Iglesias have not put the idea of socialism on 
the table. 

Of course, everyone in the movement today is against 
the banks throwing families out of their homes and 
companies sacking workers due to market forces. 
However, the Left merely calls for capitalism to be ‘nice’ 
and refrain from making the working class pay for the 
crisis in the system but falls short of serious measures 
which would transform the lives of millions being taken. 

A transitional programme explains that the right to a 
home and a decent well paid job cannot be guaranteed 
forever or even at all in many parts of the world by 
capitalism and that is why the demand for 
nationalisation of the monopolies, banks and insurance 
companies, under democratic control must be absolutely 
central in a socialist and transitional programme. 

A striking feature of Spanish capitalism is that ‘private 
enterprise’ milks the public purse through government 
grants, subsidies, tax breaks and of course corruption. 
The working class has paid the capitalist class more 
than enough through exploitation and taxes and so a 
central demand in our transitional programme in the 
21st century is that nationalisation of the economy 
should only be done with compensation on the basis of 
proven need. That means when the banks are under 
democratic control the pensions of working class people 
will be guaranteed not robbed as they are under the 
capitalist system today. When Zara and Inditex are 
nationalised and under the control of the workers and 
consumers, Amancio Ortega and his family will not 
receive a cent in compensation, but they will be 
welcome to apply for the generous state pension which 
will exist in a Socialist Spain, according to their needs of 
course! 

There is a consistent red thread back to Marx and 
Engels regarding the transitional approach. Like them 
and later Trotsky the challenge for socialists today is to 
agitate for and popularise a programme which links the 
countless everyday struggles in today’s world to a series 
of demands which act as a bridge from the existing 
consciousness to one of a conscious struggle for the 
socialist transformation of the whole planet. 

In a way our task is easier today in that we live in a 
much more globalised world than that of Marx and 
Engels. Youth in Hong Kong and Catalonia show each 
other solidarity instantaneously and copy and learn from 
each other’s street fighting tactics. Our challenge is to 
win those same youth to a 21st century transitional 
programme to transform society. As Trotsky stated we 
also believe this programme has to be constantly 
updated and improved. 

When Trotsky wrote the Transitional Programme in 
1938 the world was engulfed in national, race/ethnicity 
and religious conflicts and was on the verge of world 
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CWI Majority Declaration 

2nd September 2019 

Between August 12 and 16, the majority of the 
International Executive Committee (IEC), elected at the 
last World Congress of the Committee for a Workers’ 
International (CWI) in 2016, met to discuss the split of 
the CWI, initiated by the international minority faction 
(IDWCTCWI) in the period after the November 2018 
IEC. It discussed the tasks that stem from the split for 
the majority and how to continue, politically and 
organizationally, to build the forces of Marxism. We aim 
to build a mass revolutionary international party, which 
is the absolutely required for the working class to 
successfully rid society of the capitalist system and 
building a new, socialist society. 

Between July 22 and July 25, a small minority of the IEC 
held an international meeting in London at which it 
decided to “reconstitute the CWI”, keeping the name, 
the website and the resources of the international 

organization. In other words, the minority “expelled” the 
majority! This is an unprecedented development in any 
political formation that claims to abide by basic 
democratic procedures, never mind a revolutionary 
socialist formation that is supposed to accept 
democratic centralism as one of its founding premises. 

The international faction, arrogantly calling itself “In 
Defence of a Working Class and Trotskyist 
CWI” (IDWCTCWI) had, before splitting, support of the 
majority of leaderships in only 9 sections/groups of the 
CWI (England & Wales, Scotland, Germany, France, 
India, Malaysia, Sri Lanka, South Africa and Chile). 
However, the majority of the membership of the sections 
in Germany and South Africa support the IEC Majority. 
Thus, the international minority has the support of the 
majority of the members in only 7 sections of the entire 
CWI. The IEC Majority has the full or majority support of 
sections or groups of the CWI in the following 25 
countries: US, Ireland, Belgium, Sweden, Greece, 
Brazil, Austria, Israel-Palestine, Russia, Australia, 
Cyprus, Norway, Turkey, Poland, Czechland, Rumania, 
Italy, Canada, Quebec, China, Taiwan, Hong Kong, 

war. Today, although the same political fault lines exist 
there are others which were not out in the open back 
then. Sexuality, disability and gender struggles are at a 
political level unimaginable 80 years ago. In fact the 
very future of humanity is in question due to the climate 
crisis. 

Marx called the working class the universal class, as he 
saw it as the class whose interests and role in 
overthrowing capitalism were identical to society’s and 
humanity’s interests as a whole. Who could deny the 
absolute truth of that today? The working class has 

multiplied in numbers many times over since the time of 
Marx. Struggles for national and democratic rights, 
against racism, sexism and sexist violence, economic 
exploitation and to save the planet are not separate and 
apart from the working class, but are in fact working 
class struggles and will be settled by that class taking 
power. Our task as revolutionaries is to develop a 
Transitional Programme which unites the universal 
working class in its day to day struggles and points the 
way forward to the emancipation of the whole of 
humanity through the socialist transformation of the 
world.     

International CWI Rally in Barcelona 2017 on the 100th anniversary Russian Revolution  
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Netherlands, Tunisia, Sudan. Also, the IEC Majority has 
the support of the majority of the membership in 
Germany and South Africa, has significant support in 
Britain and, also, a presence in Mexico, Spain, Portugal 
and Finland. In some sections, e.g. Nigeria, the picture 
is yet undefined. The total number of countries in which 
the CWI Majority is present is around 35. The only 
country in which the international faction has sizeable 
forces is Britain. 

The faction was launched by the majority of the 
International Secretarial itself (with two alternate IS 
members in opposition) and this is unprecedented in the 
context of a democratic centralist organization. The 
faction was formed by the majority of the IS against the 
majority of the IEC, which elects the IS and to which the 
IS is accountable. This, in itself, is an indication of their 
intention to cause a split in the International from the 
very beginning – from the moment they met strong 
opposition in the IEC. 

The fact that the outcome of the faction fight has been 
the devastation of support for the IS-faction in the ranks 
of the CWI is a clear indication that they had no real 
contact or understanding of the organization that they 
were supposed to provide leadership to on a day to day 
basis. This goes hand in hand with their insufficient 
understanding of developments and processes in the 
objective situation and the realities of present-day class 
struggle and consciousness, which lie at the root of the 
split of the CWI. 

The other side of the fact that the majority of both the 
IEC and the CWI opposed the IS majority (which 
represented the historical leadership of the organization) 
and is advancing forward, is that this is indicative of the 
high political level of the vast majority of the cadre and 
membership of the international organization. 

Political roots of the crisis 

The crisis started with the hostile approach by the IS 
majority to differences with the leadership of the Irish 
section. This was a serious violation of our principles. 
However, the roots of the crisis are, as always, much 
deeper and political. Fundamentally, the crisis reflects 
the contradictions in the objective situation and the 
political limitations of the IS majority (and the leadership 
of the England and Wales section) and its inability to 
understand these processes in depth. Two of the 
political issues which dominated the debate were the 
movements around women’s liberation and the 
environment. The emphasis given by the sections 
supporting the Majority to these and similar kinds of 
movements were used by the minority faction to accuse 
the Majority of abandoning the working class and 
therefore Trotskyism, capitulating to petit bourgeois 
pressures and opportunism. Nothing is further from the 
truth. In reality the old leadership of the CWI had a low 
theoretical understanding of women’s’ oppression – and 
the same holds true for the issue of the environment. 

One of the central characteristics of the present period is 
that the working class and the toiling masses face the 
onslaught of the capitalist class on a global scale but 
have not been able to put a brake on the attacks and go 
on the counteroffensive. Despite mass and determined 
resistance by the working class in many countries (eg 
Southern Europe and particularly Greece in the first half 
of the 2010s); mass social movements (like the Occupy 

movement globally, the Umbrella movement in Hong 
Kong, women’s movements, youth mobilizations against 
climate change, etc); revolutions (eg in North Africa and 
the Middle East in 2011 and again in the first half of 
2019 in Sudan and Algeria as well as the recent social 
explosion in Hong Kong); and the partial development of 
class, anticapitalist and to a certain extend socialist 
consciousness in parts of the world (eg in the US where 
the majority of the youth support socialism against 
capitalism in all the polls in the last few years) there is a 
feeling of retreat and defeat in large sections of the 
mass of the population in countries around the globe. 

This is reflected on the political level with the retreat of 
the appeal of many parties of the Left (old and new) and 
the increase of support for the far right and right wing 
populism, as was seen in the Euro-elections in May of 
this year and the rise of Trump, Bolsonaro, Orban, Modi, 
etc in the past few years. 

The capitulation of SYRIZA in Greece reflects the limits 
of the mild reformism of the New Left Formations (NLF) 
in the present epoch. In turn, this retreat effected other 
NLF and on big sections of the toiling masses. Most of 
the NLF that came into being in the previous period have 
either capitulated or are in crisis and retreat. Some have 
disappeared altogether or play an insignificant role – e.g. 
the Italian Rifondazione, the SSP in Scotland, the NPA 
in France, etc. Similar contradictions hold for new left 
“phenomena” like Corbyn in Britain. Developments in the 
US, around Sanders and the DSA are on a different 
trajectory, in the present conjuncture, essentially 
because they have not yet been tested. The general 
picture is that for millions of working-class people and 
youth globally there is no Left political alternative to turn 
to. 

The crisis of the capitalist system also drastically 
reduces the room for maneuver available to the leaders 
of the Trade Unions who refuse to challenge capitalism. 
Therefore, generally they sabotage and betray the 
working class and its struggles. This factor, which of 
course is not new (as Trotsky describes in many articles, 
and in particular his “Trade Unions in the epoch of 
imperialist decay” of 1940), pushes large sections of the 
working class to take initiatives ”from below” i.e. outside 
the control and against the will of the traditional 
leaderships. Having said this, there are of course 
important differences from country to country, in the role 
of TU leaders, the way the TUs are organized and 
structured, and the consciousness of the working class 
towards them, which should be taken into consideration. 
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It goes without saying that understanding the role of the 
TU leaderships in no way means or implies that we 
should ignore or abandon work in the TUs. But it does 
mean that the way we approach the work, and the 
slogans and demands we use, must take this factor into 
consideration, as has been shown in the material 
produced by the IEC majority and the sections 
supporting it in the previous period. 

The development, form and character of the movements 
against women’s oppression and against climate 
change, particularly by the youth, in the recent years, 
which became central in the debate with the minority, 
reflect the abovementioned processes. They reflect a 
process of radicalization on a massive scale, particularly 
of the new generation, which largely takes place outside 
the traditional and mass organizations. 

These movements are an extremely important and fertile 
ground for the forces of revolutionary socialism to 
intervene and build. This intervention goes hand in hand 
with learning to “listen” to the needs and to understand 
the level of consciousness of those people that are on 
the move. The transitional program that is necessary to 
build a bridge between our socialist program and the 
greater audiences in the working class is always, as 
Trotsky emphatically stressed, a dialogue with the 
masses. 

The orientation of the Irish and other sections to the 
women’s and environmental movements was used by 
the minority to accuse the Majority of abandoning the 
Trade Unions and through them the working class as a 
whole in order to turn to petit bourgeois layers! This 
allegation was entirely unfounded. It also led the level of 
the political debate to an all-time low. The minority 
entered on an “irrational” course, selecting this word 
here and that phrase there, to create artificial differences 
and blow them out of all proportion. It resorted to 
personal attacks on individual comrades, poisoning the 

political atmosphere. As a result of all these and despite 
the initial high respect that the IS majority enjoyed, it 
ended up convincing only a small minority of the 
sections of the International. 

Without underestimating the importance of the 
differences that exist, the fact remains that a split in the 
CWI was neither necessary nor unavoidable. What led 
to the split was the refusal of the IS to seriously take into 
consideration the criticisms made by the majority of the 
IEC and make the necessary corrections; their belief that 
only they could understand and analyze correctly the 
period and the tasks; and that only they represented 
present day Marxism. The objective factor that 
contributed to this idea was that the leading comrades in 
the IS had played a historical role in helping the CWI 
develop from a small force in the 1960s and ‘70s to the 
largest Trotskyist international in the 2010s. They 
however failed to understand that strong sections and 
strong political leaderships had developed in a number 
of countries, who could and did make significant new 
contributions to the development of the International 
both on a theoretical political and a tactical-
organizational level. Their inflexibility was most clearly 
expressed in their attitude to the women’s movements in 
the last few years and most glaringly in their opposition 
to the work of the Irish section through “Rosa”. 

The problems due to the IS’s weaknesses and 
limitations have existed over the previous period. 
However, it seemed that these failings could be 
overcome through the collective effort of the 
International leadership, i.e. with the contribution of the 
leaders from the national sections in the IEC, which had 
developed into a body with “independent” thinking and 
critical perceptions. Seeing that the CWI was able to 
develop and grow, despite the relative limitations of the 
IS, no members of the IEC had raised the issue of 
changes in the IS membership. What nobody expected 
is that the IS majority would not stop at anything – not 
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even at destroying the work of decades – rather than 
accept they made a serious mistake when they found 
themselves in a minority in the IEC. 

The IDWCTCWI faction elevated every real or imaginary 
difference into a difference of “crucial” and “fundamental” 
character, accusing the Majority of having abandoned 
revolutionary socialism and Trotskyism. Their main 
allegation against the Majority was that it had capitulated 
to opportunism and petit bourgeois ideas and pressures. 
It remains a “mystery” which they never tried to explain, 
of course, how did opportunism suddenly capture the 
vast majority of the CWI without the members of the IS, 
responsible for following the work of these same 
sections, having realized anything in all the past years! 

The unmistakable truth is that the IS majority and its 
supporters in the leadership of the minority faction 
entered on a course of bureaucratic degeneration. They 
not only provocatively ignored the statutes of the CWI 
and the IEC, elected by the World Congress, they also 
trampled over every sense of party democracy. They 
refused to provide a statement on the finances or to 
allow a financial inspection, officially demanded by many 
sections and required by the statues of the CWI. They 
did not have the honesty to accept their minority position 
and leave the CWI once they decided on the split. 
Instead they chose to hijack the name, the website, the 
funds and the reserves of the International (investing in 
new premises worth more than £1 million in England). 
They ended up “expelling” the majority, ridiculously 
justifying this by their pretention to be the only true 
representatives of Marxism in our days! This attitude, 
these methods and practices by the Minority will 
inevitably lead them against a brick wall in the future. 

 

Tasks of the CWI Majority 

The global capitalist system is in the grip of one of the 
deepest economic crises in its history. The crisis which 
was set off by the housing crisis in the US in 2007 and 
developed into an international banking and sovereign 
debt crisis was the worse since the 1929 Wall Street 
crash. Despite the heavy intervention through the mass 
injection of cash by the ruling classes globally to contain 
the crisis, none of the fundamental problems of the 
capitalist economy have been solved. The contradictions 
remain and they are extremely intense. The global 
economy is on the verge of another very serious 
downturn after the last one of 2008-9. At the same time 
the tools in the hands of the ruling class to tackle the 
effects of the new downturn are much more limited than 
in 2007-8, with sovereign debt at historically high levels, 
high budget deficits in many “developed” countries, 
powerful economies like that of Italy on the verge of the 
cliff, and interest rates at extremely low levels, often 
around zero and even negative in some cases (eg 
Europe and Japan). The blind alley in which the 
capitalist system finds itself globally, is also manifested 
in the rise of nationalist protectionist governments and 
sharp inter-imperialist conflicts particularly the trade war 
between the US and China. 

Marxism is the only analytical tool that can explain the 
crisis and the contradictions of the system, that can 
provide a way forward and help prepare for the future. 
The working class is the only force that can change 
society, not through the road of “parliamentary 
cretinism”, to site Marx’s expression, but by means of a 
social revolution to capture power and build a socialist 
society on a continental and global basis. The victory of 
the social revolution, under the leadership of the working 
class, can only be successful if it is led by a mass 
revolutionary party, on the lines and method of the 
Bolsheviks who led the Russian revolution in October 
1917. 

Despite limitations and weaknesses of the CWI over the 
past years and decades, the methods used by the CWI 
to build the forces of Marxism are fundamentally correct 
and this has been proven over time. Starting from a 
small force in the 1960s it was able to develop, over a 
period of about half a century, into the biggest 
revolutionary international. The split initiated by the 
Minority is a serious setback. But the fact that the big 
majority of the CWI brushed aside its historical 
leadership, once that leadership showed that it had lost 
its ability to provide able leadership, proves that the 
struggle to build the forces of revolution can continue 
successfully. 

The forces of the Majority of have fought consistently 
against the split of the CWI but the split is today a fact, 
after the decisions of the IDWCTCWI July conference. 
The Majority therefore has the duty to constitute itself as 
a separate international force, and proceed to the World 
Congress, which was decided unanimously at the 
November 2018 IEC (only to be ignored by the Minority). 
We will provisionally organize the renewed international 
organization with the name “CWI – Majority”. The issue 
of the name will be discussed extensively in the period 
leading to the congress and final decisions will be taken 
at the congress itself. 

The best traditions of the CWI will be saved, they will not 
disappear together with the blindfolded Minority. These 
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traditions will be preserved by the Majority which will 
continue to base itself on the Marxist analysis of our 
epoch and on the ideas and methods of Lenin and 
Trotsky. The Majority will maintain and deepen its 
organic relationship to the working class, not as an 
outside force orientating to it but as an integral part of it. 
It will struggle to build the TU movement and to 
transform the TUs into democratic and fighting 
organizations and will assist attempts to build new mass 
left formations, armed with a socialist program. At the 
same time, it will orientate to new movements and 
phenomena, closely follow developments in mass 
consciousness, and aim to link them to the working 
class and the struggle for the socialist revolution. 

For the Majority, theory and perspectives are crucial and 
will be developed in depth and be used as a guide to 
action, i.e. as a guide among other things to orient to 
new movements, currents and phenomena, in order to 
build the forces of revolution. 

The transitional program and transitional method will 
remain indispensable tools in this struggle. 

Democratic centralism is a fundamental principle in 
building our forces both on a national and an 
international level. Open, free, democratic discussion, 
with the freedom to question the correctness of the 
party’s program, tactics and actions and the leadership, 
is the completely necessary other side of centralism – 
the need to act in unity to achieve our aim. The Majority 
stands firm on the conviction that there are no 
“messiahs” and that correct ideas and method are 
always the result of collective effort. The international 
center can be effective as an international leadership 
only through a collective and comradely effort between 
the elected bodies of the international organization (the 
IS and the IEC) and between them and the leaderships 
of the national sections. The leadership should always 
be accountable and criticism should be made easy and 
free on all levels. The Majority will discuss, in the 
immediate period ahead, initiatives aiming to create an 
atmosphere of greater openness and freedom of 
criticism in the international organization. It will also 
discuss practical measures to enable greater control 

and check of the elected leadership and measures to 
enhance the accountability of the elected leading 
bodies. 

But, of course, even the best democratic structures, 
traditions and statutes cannot prevent the organization 
entering crisis under specific circumstances. Internal 
differences and debates are inevitable in the period we 
live through – actually, in any period. An international 
organization that has a fully democratic and open 
approach concerning these debates, without ceasing to 
be an organization for action in the class struggle, is 
best equipped to make advances and fulfil its role in the 
next period. But what the crisis of the CWI confirms 
once again, is that once a section of the leadership 
loses its ability to further develop, provide able 
leadership, listen to criticism and accept different ideas 
with an open mind, then it can degenerate with 
extremely fast speed. The membership of the 
International must be aware that no leadership is 
immune to these dangers. No statutes or agreed 
procedures can, in themselves, protect an organization 
against these dangers, however necessary they are. 
The existence of a high political level in the membership 
of the organization is the only possible real defense, the 
absolutely indispensable tool, not to entirely avoid a 
crisis, but to minimize its repercussions. 

In a certain sense, one of the most important outcomes 
of the faction fight has been that the big majority of the 
CWI has stood up to the historical leadership, opposed 
its wrong ideas and methods, and forced it into the 
position of a small minority. This reflects the high 
political level and the strong democratic traditions 
conquered by the membership and cadre of the CWI. 
The forces of the Majority have also proven in the past 
period their ability to innovate, to be flexible, to take bold 
initiatives, to make sacrifices, to conquer new grounds 
and to build. The CWI Majority will build in the working-
class masses but it will also restore the traditions of the 
CWI of building in the youth. Based on these strengths, 
the CWI Majority is here to stay, to look to the future 
with confidence and optimism, and make decisive steps 
in the direction of a revolutionary alternative on a global 
scale. 

CWI Majority International intervention in climate change demos 
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Socialism Revolucionario is a 

Marxist organization in the Spanish 

state, which fights to popularize 

revolutionary socialist ideas and 

policies - breaking with the capitalist 

system and building revolutionary 

democratic socialism - within the 

labour movement, social movements 

and the left. Join our fight! 

We produce this magazine La 
Brecha in Spanish and also La 
Brexta in Catalan and articles in 
Basque. If you want to subscribe, 
Join or discuss with us then get in 
contact. 

Facebook.com/socialismorevolucionarioes  Twitter @SocRevCIT 

Instagram Socialismorevolucionariocit    Equipolabrecha@gmail.com 


