
Reply to the Spanish EC letter of March 7th, 2019 from JH, VL, RM

March 13th, 2019 

To the Spanish State EC

Dear comrades,

We thank you for your reply dated 7th March and the agreement to 
circulate our document to all IR members. 

Firstly, we congratulate all IR comrades for the unprecedented success of 
the Feminist General Strike in the Spanish State and the leadership for its 
decision to put all forces to the point of attack. As rank and file members 
we were truly inspired and proud to participate with IR in events such as 
this March 8th as in others.

The success of our intervention in the International Women’s Day 
mobilisations in 2019 is even more impressive when we realise that 
sections of the CWI all over the world, in Belgium, Hong Kong, Austria, 
Pakistan, Sweden, Scotland, Israel/Palestine and many others organised 
excellent interventions in sometimes less favourable objective 
circumstances but with also impressive results. All of them will agree that 
the strike and mobilisation organised by the Spanish section was of 
historic proportions this year and can serve as a platform to coordinate 
action throughout the whole of the CWI in 2020. It is out of concern to 
safeguard this enormous asset that we wrote our contribution to the 
international debate. 

Regarding your letter we would like to make some factual corrections and 
ask for clarification on a few points. 

You state in point 3 that “…when the EC became aware of the mail sent, 
before the leadership of the section…” It is a matter of fact that we sent 
our document to the Spanish EC and TS of the IS at almost the same 
time. Actually, we sent the email containing our document to JIR and AG 
at 00:03 on March 1st. The email to the IS (TS) was sent at 00:11. We can 
supply screenshots if requested.



Reply to the Spanish EC letter of March 7th, 2019 from JH, VL, RM

From your immediate response, we understand that you believe we have 
violated democratic centralism. We sincerely do not think so. We believe 
the publication of our document is perfectly normal according to the 
traditions we have lived through during our many years of militancy within 
the CWI. We realised the issue was vitally important for our International 
and so we brought it out into the open, by sending our document to you 
and the IS. Any other course would have been unprincipled. We are part 
of an International and we do not agree with the policy of our leadership 
here regarding the debate which we feel is leading us towards another 
damaging split as in 1992. The comrades in our branches were aware of 
our concerns, we never hid that we were struggling with the issues. We 
believe it would have been wrong to keep our doubts to ourselves.

We understand that the unfortunate 26 years of separation between IR 
and the CWI may have led to differences in approach. On the question of 
democratic centralism we believe your approach is more formalistic than 
that which we are used to. Derived from the class struggle itself, 
democratic centralism tries to combine guaranteed maximum democratic 
discussion with the need for solid unity in face of the class enemy. It is not 
about formal internal communication lines which will never succeed in 
replacing organic proletarian unity on the basis of common understanding 
and agreement after discussion. 

Your letter says that by writing this document we have committed a “gross 
violation” of democratic centralism. We believe we are responding to an 
International invitation for democratic debate from the Faction of which the 
IEC members from the Spanish state are co-founders. We cannot believe 
your position would be that only comrades who are part of the leadership 
are allowed to write documents. 

The norms and traditions of democratic centralism in the CWI mean that 
no comrade should be sanctioned and disciplined for politically opposing 
the leadership. If you thought we insinuated that the contrary is taking 
place in our text, then we state clearly and honestly that was not our 
intention. We are now however a bit taken aback when you qualify the 
sending of our text as a “gross violation”. We would urge you to review 
this statement because in any other walk of life that would mean sanctions 
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and measures against those responsible. A “gross violation” in a 
workplace would mean the sack and in other political parties it would 
mean expulsion.

The whole leadership of the Spanish section is in the Faction, which we 
believe has led to an unbalanced debate.

All three of us who signed the document, “For a democratic debate with 
the full participation of the rank and file” did in fact raise our concerns in 
our branches, aggregate meetings, with our CC members and others and 
from those discussions concluded it was necessary to try and bring some 
balance to the debate in the Spanish section. Also, we believe that both 
the CC and EC were aware of our differences with the Faction before they 
received our document. We still hope the EC will recognise the 
importance of having a balanced debate.

In both Germany and England & Wales, there is significant opposition to 
the Faction. In Germany it has been reported to us by those opposing the 
Faction that the debate is very open.

Also, as we stated in our document there is a fruitful and comradely 
debate between the faction formed by PM in Ireland and the Irish section’s 
leadership.  

In England & Wales we also understand the debate is open and fair. A 
resolution passed at the England and Wales Congress on 3rd March 
stated:
…… “We also recognise the right of comrades to raise questions and 
criticisms of the formation and views of the faction. Congress 
believes the debate will be strengthened by comrades discussing 
and exchanging ideas throughout the CWI.”………….(full motion 
below*)

Do the Spanish EC agree with this resolution which was supported by the 
Faction supporters in England & Wales  and passed unanimously? At the 
same congress, a resolution which was critical of the international Faction 
received the votes of over 20% of elected delegates, with over 5% of 
delegates abstaining.
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We also regret that by simply writing this document the three of us are 
now also “Mandelites and petit-bourgeois”, according to your letter. The 
term “petit-bourgeois” is used three times in your letter to characterise 
comrades who oppose the Faction politically. As a matter of fact the three 
of us are working class comrades and proud of it!

Will everyone who opposes the Faction be accused of being petit-
bourgeois? How can we have a democratic and open debate in this 
atmosphere? The letter repeats serious accusations about the Irish 
section, supposedly they are “liquidationists… opportunists… 
Mandelites… a bureaucratic clique”. As we said in our first document, 
such serious accusations must be backed up with facts and figures. 
Simply repeatedly using these words as a term of abuse is not helpful in 
the debate. While recognising that there have been mistakes in the Irish 
section - and possibly in other sections - we believe important lessons can 
be learnt through a fact-based debate to correct these mistakes where 
they have appeared and to raise the political level of the whole 
International.

We do not understand the point you are making in point 8. What “crude 
lies” about the Spanish finances? In our document we ask for 
transparency and honesty. If the Spanish leadership have concerns about 
the Irish section’s finances, let us get to the bottom of it.

In point 6 you state that our document “is also a smoke screen to hide the 
principled differences that exist”. We urge comrades to read our document 
and we are confident they will see nothing could be further from the truth. 
In fact we make a series of political points based on facts and published 
materials, freely available, which put serious question marks over the 
Spanish leadership’s characterisation of the Irish section as 
“liquidationists and petit-bourgeois Mandelites”.

The EC state in Point 9 “We are aware that these principled differences 
with the non-faction faction have been increasing during the discussion 
and debates taking place, to the point that these are irreconcilable. In our 
opinion, the process of political degeneration in bureaucratic and 
opportunist lines have crystallised among the leaderships of this 
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undeclared faction”. If the above were true then, what would be the point 
of having a debate? We think these comments are very telling and prove 
that our concerns about how the EC are posing the debate to the 
membership in Spain are unfortunately well founded. Repeating the idea 
that a split in the CWI is inevitable as a “fact” is destructive and not what 
the vast majority of rank and file comrades want or believe. Our document 
is a sincere attempt to avert that outcome and should be understood in 
that context.  

It is the responsibility of every leading body and indeed every member to 
ensure an open, democratic and inclusive debate throughout the CWI. A 
free and honest exchange of views with comrades across the board 
showing respect for the views of others should be the cornerstone of such 
a debate. We have nothing to fear from such a debate which can be an 
educational experience for all our cadres and strengthen IR and the CWI 
as a whole and prepare the whole international for the present and 
coming class battles.  

Revolutionary greetings 

John Hird 
Viki Lara 
Rob MacDonald

*Full amended EC motion passed at England and Wales conference 

This congress recognises the democratic right of the faction ‘In Defence of 
a Working Class Trotskyist CWI’ to have been formed, and of our National 
Committee – which had two debates on the issues – to have taken a view. 
We also recognise the right of comrades to raise questions and criticisms 
of the formation and views of the faction. Congress believes the debate 
will be strengthened by comrades discussing and exchanging ideas 
throughout the CWI. Of course, as the NC resolution made clear, the 
section as a whole is still in process of discussing its view.

We recognise that many comrades in England and Wales and 
internationally have not yet drawn conclusions on the issues.
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Clearly, it is vital that a full and democratic discussion is organised in to 
assess the nature of the depth of the serious differences that are 
emerging with the aim of reaching clarity and principled unity throughout 
the CWI. The key issues include the centrality of the working class, the 
transitional approach, and democratic centralism and the methods needed 
to build a revolutionary party and international. We agree to organise a full 
and democratic discussion, including debates in every region with 
supporters and opponents of the faction, and to encourage every member 
to participate and to weigh up the issues involved.

In addition we resolve to call on the NC to, if necessary, organise a 
special congress towards the end of the year, first to draw some 
conclusions on the debate and secondly to ratify our delegates to the 
world congress.


