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Editorial Note

Toward the end of 1970 in Spain, a centrist group
that had been evolving toward the left joined the
Fourth International. The organization, called the
Liga Comunista Revolucionaria (LCR — Revolution-
ary Communist League), made considerable head-
way, establishing itself as the largest formation to
the left of the Spanish Communist Party. It developed
the strongest influence and base in the working-class
movement of any Trotskyist organization in Europe,
becoming the largest, numerically, outside of the
Communist League of France. s

However, important political differences that had

been developing among the central leaders flared into
an internal crisis in 1972. Thé LCR held: its first
congress at the beginning of 1972 but did not adopt
any political resolutions, only a set of statutes. Before

the second congress was held, the organization split - v

into two groups. Both are functioning under the
name of the LCR and both claim to represent the
" majority.

Although the differences stemmed from their work
in Spain, the two tendencies that developed in the -
course of the debate also took varying positions on
international questions. One tendency, En Marcha,
considered that the "turn" made at the Ninth World
Congress constituted an important step forward. The
other tendency, Encrucijada, disagreed with this. It
held reservations in particular on the resolution on
Latin America.

For the information of the membership of the
Socialist Workers Party we have translated two docu-
ments, one by each tendency, dealing with the interna-
tional scope of their differences and how these tie in
with the problems they have encountered in Spain.

The first document, entitled "The Latest Discussions

~“‘and Their International Significance,” represents the
‘viewpoint of the Encrucijada (Crossroads) tendency.

. The second document, entitled "Building the LCR,

" Spanish’ Section of the Fourth International,” repre-

sents -the viewpoint of the En Marcha (Underway)
tendency. :



THE LATEST DISCUSSIONS AND THEIR
INTERNATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE

I Following the Debate on Workers' Commissions

The differences that arose over the character of the
Workers Commissions and what our political tasks should
be in regard to them were linked to deeper differences
outlined in earlier documents. These include different con-
ceptions of the structure of the working-class vanguard,
attitude toward centrists and ultralefts, the systematizing
of the struggle against Stalinism within the framework
of a united front policy. From the beginning, the issue of
the united front provided a basis for differentiating the
positions. But above all, it implied a wide span of new
points of disagreement.

Behind the first fundamental discussions —such as those
concerning the strategic or purely tactical scope of the
united front—clearly stood a full range of differences
affecting the very characterization of the period, its rev-
olutionary tasks, and the key to understanding and solv-
ing them by means of building a party. In spite of the
fact that it had put forth its positions on these questions
in an explicit way from the start ("La Liga en la Encru-
cijada”"—"The League at the Crossroads," pp. 34-35; draft
proposals, pp. 3 and 18), the Encrucijada tendency did
not focus the discussion in a way to permit linking up the
general statements with a whole series of partial approx-
imations. The publication of "La Liga en Marcha" ("The
League Underway"), placing the discussion from the out-
set on the level of principles so as to "prevent false ques-
tions from entering in," confirmed in an overall way what
we had already been maintaining up to then in a very
one-sided and superficial way solely in the polemic over
the united front: that when the two tendencies talk about

the Transitional Program they are talking about different
things.

The arguments advanced both in "La Liga en Marcha"
and by its adherents in meetings, simultaneously shifted
the focus of the discussions toward themes that made
it easier to point up the orthodoxy of the Ninth World
Congress and to pin a Lambertist label on us because
of our genuine rejection of the "dialectics of sectors of
intervention” and the "policy of initiatives in action,"” our
allegedly ignoring and forgetting the far left and the work-
ers movement, and our adoption of a united front strat-
egy, etc. We were enjoined to explain ourselves before
the organization ("La Liga en Marcha,” p. 12). This
was also the time when we made some advances in under-
standing the international polemics touching on our prob-
lematic. As a result of all these processes, among other
things, it became clear to us that the international pro-
jection of the debate that we had made in "La Liga en
la Encrucijada” was inconsistent and incorrect. It was
impossible to make any progress in integrating all the
partial advances within an overall alternative without
a radical criticism of the concepts of the Ninth World
Congress on building revolutionary Marxist organiza-
tions and on the roots and implications of these concepts,
which the League's course has clearly shown to be bank-
Tupt.

At the same time, the profound crisis that the LCR
is going through cannot be understood without placing
it in the more general framework of the crisis of the far
left as a whole.

II. A New Crisis in the Far Left

In the twilight of Francoism, the mass movement,
spurred on by the sharpening crisis of capitalism, again
and again runs up against the policy of the Stalinist and
union leaderships, outflanking them and in this way sharp-
ening the conflict between a growing sector of vanguard
militants and these leaders. To a greater extent than in
other countries, the weak Stalinist control over the work-
ers movement limits its capacity to block workers and
popular struggles. The proportions of the confrontations
are increasing. The widening breaks with reformism, go-
ing beyond the radicalization of peripheral sectors can
be carried over to the very center of the workers move-
ment. In our country, we can anticipate the direction
that will be taken by a wave of radicalization, which
we believe will be more generalized, despite its unequal

rates of movement. The emergence of centrism in the
working class could be one of the next signs of the deep-
ening crisis that Stalinism is suffering.

The layer of militants breaking from the reformist ap-
paratuses is becoming relatively strong numerically in
our country. But the political reach of this layer does
not correspond to its strength in numbers. Drawing a
political balance sheet of the far left since the Burgos
trials, we see that it is clearly incapable of providing ef-
fective outlets for the immense potentialities of the struggle
of the proletariat, which with increasing frequency is going
beyond reformism. Such a balance sheet rules out over-
estimating the virtues of the centrists and ultraleftists to
whom the En Marcha tendency has surrendered. It is
an attitude that only looks for the "positive” and-"pro-



gressive” features of centrism and wultraleftism, without
stopping for even one second to observe what the gen-
eral trajectory of these currents is under the circumstances
created by the actual period in the class struggle, and
going so far as to ascribe a fundamental role to them
in thwarting a hypothetical military coup through which
the bourgeoisie might try to find a way out of the crisis
of Francoism. We would not be surprised if, following
this line of reasoning, they soon made the bourgeoisie
the protagonist in overthrowing the dictatorship, a turn
some of their documents and verbal statements seem to
point to.

As an example, it is worth considering one of the key
points that separates the far left as a whole from reform-
ism — the boycott of the union elections. To begin with,
it has become clear that the high level of participation
in boycotting the 1971 elections was based on the one
hand on the deep-going process of radicalization that
has spread to broad sections of workers, who are hardly
organized, if at all, and on the other hand, on the cre-
ation by the dictatorship itself of a framework favoring
a momentary convergence of different organizations ex-
tending from the most backward syndicalists to the Fa-
langists of the FSR, which were caught up in the mo-
mentum of an initiative inspired by a thousand different
and conflicting positions. But above all what the com-
rades of the En Marcha tendency do not take into ac-
count when it comes to distributing credits is that this
very same far left as a whole, including the League, has
been incapable of carrying forward the effect of the boy-
cott by advancing a correct orientation against the CNS
and the contract policies and by deepening the develop-
ing break between growing sectors of the proletariat and
the dictatorship's bureaucratic channels and affirming the
principles of an independent class line and workers de-
mocracy. The vacuum created by this incapacity of the
far left to concretize the: road that large sectors of the
working class demonstrated they were ready to take dur-
ing the boycott, has been filled by the class-collaborationist
policy of the PCE [Spanish Communist Party] and the
right opportunists. This de facto abdication by some of
the far-left organizations is the reason a broad sector
of working-class militants has met with increasing dif-
ficulties in continuing to advance a class-struggle line.
This explains their relative weakness in places like Bar-
celona in face of key demands such as the rgsignation of
shop stewards and panel members, attitude toward con-
tacts, etc.

At the same time the results of this process have re-
bounded on the far left, causing changes and transfor-
mations that indicate its direction of movement. In the
middle of last year a process speeded up among the en-
tire far left of adapting to this "fluctuation of the level
of mass consciousness.”" This took the form of abandoning
or softening the fight against contract policies and for
the resignation of shop stewards and panel members. Istas,
Plaraformas, the PCE(i), and AURORA were not the
only organizatiens in which this occurred. The adapta-
tion began to affect our own ranks, being reflected in the
positions held by the En Marcha comrades. But this adap-
tation to the "fluctuating level of consciousness" of the
masses, for which the political deficiency of the far left
is partially responsible, leads to defining a line that is
not in terms of the current relationships between classes
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and the objective needs of the masses, which have dem-
onstrated their readiness to struggle on a thousand oc-
casions, but rather in terms of the influence of the policy
of the Stalinist and trade-union leaderships on the van-
guard.

Finally, as we predicted in early analyses, the dom-
inant basic tendency evolving in the far left, which emerged
in a phase of relative ebb in 1968 and in the framework
of a disaster for the Workers Commissions under the
leadership of the PCE is a tendency in which the pro-
gressive abandonment of ultraleftist positions is brought
about by impressionistic adaptations to the ebbs and
flows of the mass movement a tendency that leads to
rightist opportunism.

Taken to its logical conclusion, it ends in liquidation
of the movement (Istas). Since the end of the First Con-
gress, the most representative comrades of the present
En Marcha tendency have been the vehicle for this "Sta-
linist spontaneity” of the working class inside the orga-
nization.  Their overall orientation must be characterized
objectively as an uneven and contradictory line of pros-
trating themselves before the predominant Carrilloist in-
fluence in the milieu. They have taken important steps
forward recently in working out an entryist tactic for
the Workers Commissions without thereby abandoning
the . traits of adaptation to petty-bourgeois ultraleftism
with reference to other sectors or to street initiatives. Hence,
"leftist” elements conceal, in the form of street fighting,
their profound concern for not breaking "peaceful coex-
istence” with the PCE in the Workers Commissions. The
emphasis placed on pickets as the element of fundamental
demarcation was an attempt to avoid approaching the
real tasks of the current period: Struggle against the cap-
italist policy in contracts, for popularizing the commis-
sions with a compulsory mandate, and for the resigna-
tion of shop stewards and panel members, which is linked
to the struggle against the repression, included in the
preparation of overall plans in which the struggle for
the unification of the Workers Commissions and the prop-
agation of general alternatives could be tied together most
effectively. Therefore, these tasks not only necessitate a
relentless battle against the PCE and its centrist and syn-
dicalist lackeys in the Workers Commissions. Still more —
to the degree that we do not wage this battle we will be
expelled one by one by the Workers Commissions dom-
inated by the Stalinists, as soon as they notice that our
"independent” propaganda is not backed up by any in-
tention to carry out the struggle for the independence
of the working class into the field of action, supported
by the struggles the workers are prepared to wage. The
comrades in the other tendency do not hold this opinion
—a sign of their orientation is the interest displayed by
Comrade E. at a meeting in Piri in the need to "soften”
our tactics regarding shop stewards and panel members,
an interest that raised questions in the minds of some
comrades: How is our policy different from that of BR?
But the fact that in Vigo, in addition to the street con-
frontations— an aspect that doesn't escape the attention
of Rouge, which is always very attentive to this angle
of the problem, as was pointed up by their unforgettable
series on Price Control — one of the most significant series
of resignations by shop stewards and panel members
was won, is something that should be weighed when we



determine our orientation.

The far left as a whole is already losing ground in
the midst of a profound crisis that embraces all of its
components, including the sector that considers itself Trot-
skyist (LCR and AURORA). Different conceptions and
practical projections with regard to united front policy
at the plant level and in the Workers Commissions have
been at the bottom of both the crisis of the Lambertist
group and the one we are going through.

This is not accidental. It goes beyond responding to the
intense pressure for unity that the rise of the mass struggle
is bringing to bear on an extremely fragmented vanguard.
It reflects the contradictions in the search for a political

framework that could provide a basis for handling the
gigantic demands facing the vanguard today — demands
whose fulfillment is going to depend on which line wins
out, the one calling for a united front of the workers,
or one or another variant of the popular front. The ques-
tion is whether the struggle for a united front is identical
with the fight to develop the class independence of the
proletariat, which is only possible on the basis of class
objectives formulated by a communist organization strug-
gling to build a party. The question is whether the Tran-
sitional Program provides the basis for building such
a party by helping to bring about the unification of the
fights waged by the workers on a class-struggle line.

II1. What Is the Significance of the Transitional Program?

Our tendency does not hesitate to call the Transitional
Program the Communist Manifesto of our epoch, the age
in which the only hope of a solution—a socialist rev-
olution—rests- in the hands of the working class and
when the blocking of the road to this goal—the objec-
tive toward which all the growing struggles of this class
point—has permitted the decay of the system to assume
monstrous forms and proportions. The Transitional Pro-
gram is not simply a document that has an inestimable
"historical value" but that was applicable only in the im-
mediate context of the World War II period. It also pro-
vides a general formulation of the laws of capitalist de-
cay and revolutionary mass mobilization for a whole
historical stage, the stage of the death agony of capi-
talism and Stalinism.

Only an understanding of these laws can arm revo-
lutionists for the decisive struggle, which is to spur on
the developing consciousness of the proletariat and its
vanguard, preparing them so that they will be able at
exactly the right time to take advantage consciously of
the tendencies inherent in the system's own decay, which
is hurling the entire planet into an abyss, so as to turn
the course of development consciously in a new direc-
tion. The founding of the Fourth International in 1938
and the document on which it was based, the Transi-
tional Program, corresponded to the same strategic need.
They represented the way for overcoming the crisis of
leadership in the working class that was taking on the
dimensions . of a crisis of human civilization as a whole.
Trotsky himself said in a discussion on the Transitional
Program with the SWP in 1938: "The significance of the
program is-the significance of the party. . . . Now, what
is the party? In what does the cohesion consist? This
cohesion is & common understanding of the events, of
the tasks, and this common understanding —that is the
program of the party.” ["Completing the Program and
Putting It to Work,” The Transitional Program for So-
cialist Revolution, Pathfinder Press, New York, 1973,
p. 136.] Only through the conscious and organized inter-
vention of the revolutionary vanguard in the course of
day-to-day struggles itself, linking up these struggles as

they inevitably come into conflict with the retrograde ten-
dencies of decaying capitalism to a body of transitional
demands as well as forms of combat and organization
directly challenging the very roots of bourgeois power
is it possible to create a movement that can transform
spontaneous revolutionary outbursts into revolutionary
consciousness, cut off the proletariat from its treacherous
leaderships, and advance the building of the party the
proletariat needs to raise itself to the position of a ruling
class and take power.

All of this makes the Transitional Program the con-
centrated, algebraic expression of the central strategic
task and the method that opens up the way for accom-
plishing. this task through building the Fourth Interna-
tional, which is the first and last slogan of this document.
It is this general strategy and method that our tendency
has said a revolutionary Marxist group should adopt
fully from its inception, regardless of the specific situ-
ation in which it finds itself or its level of development.
At the outset a Trotskyist group cannot take the lead
in_mobilizations . of large sectors of the masses. But
through participating in class struggles it can and must
bring all its strength to bear to help the workers bridge
the gap between their present level of consciousness and
the objective needs facing their class, in the process win-
ning part of the vanguard that distinguishes itself in the
struggles. Progress in applying the Transitional Program
to given conditions and their evolution, to changes. in
the relationship of forces and the new experiences of the
masses, formulation of a detailed and precise action pro-
gram for the Spanish socialist revolution, is closely linked
to the Trotskyist group increasing its involvement in the
revolutionary process the masses are undergoing and
its capacity to become the conscious expression of this
process. This is the only way a small group has of be-
coming a mass revolutionary party. There are no short-
cuts of either a "technical” or "tactical” type.

This, moreover, does not mean making the Transitional
Program into some kind of "holy writ,” a catechism or
a "Little Red Book" for Trotskyists, that has to be re-
peated by rote no matter what the conditions of the time



and place. Nor does it mean reducing our policy to an
abstract projection of the general tendencies of world de-
velopment that belong to a whole historical period, of
the general strategic perspectives that flow from this de-
velopment, disregarding the specific turns it may take,
and thus failing to recognize the gradations between the
general and the particular. As Trotsky said: "The Pro-
gram is only a first approximation. It is too general
in the sense in which it is presented to the international
conference in the next period. It expresses the general
tendency of development in the whole world. . . . It is
clear that the general characteristics of the world situ-
ation are common because they are all under the pres-
sure of the imperialist economy, but every country has
its peculiar conditions and real live politics must begin
with these peculiar conditions in each country and even
in each part of the country. This is why a very serious
approach to the program is the first duty of every com-
rade in the United States." ["Completing the Program . . .,"
The Transitional Program for Socialist Revolution, p.
138.]

But new events and phenomena, changes occurring in
the objective situation and the relationship between classes,

can only be analyzed as the specific expression of the
general laws of capitalist decay and mass mobilization
in the present historical stage. This is essential to keep
from magnifying what are in fact conjunctural trends
(usually offset or transformed by other such trends) into
fundamental tendencies for a whole period. Such an error
forms the basis of an impressionistic kind of analysis
that can only lead to adapting to the surface reality,
losing sight of the underlying tendencies that are inev-
itably going to assert their dominance, and abandoning
the revolutionary strategy founded on them.

"There are two dangers in the elaboration of the pro-
gram. The first is to remain on general abstract lines
and to repeat the general slogan without real connec-
tion with the trade unions in the locality. That is the
direction of sectarian abstraction. The other is to the
contrary, to adapt too much to the local conditions, to
lose the general revolutionary line." [Ibid., pp. 38-39.]

‘These two dangers, which were only indicated in 1938,

later took on an unexpected scope, leading to profound
degenerations within the international Trotskyist move-
ment.

IV. To Each His Own Program

1. On 'National Limitations’

Before they started calling us "Hegelians” and purveyors
of "rarified arguments,” attacks we knew were bound to
come since they flow from the political character of the
other tendency, we stressed the combined and uneven
nature of a whole body of political elaboration where
our backwardness is abysmal.

In the "Liga en la Encrucijada” (pp. 4, 5, 6) and in
our proposed theses for discussion (pp. 1, 2, 3), we judged
that it was impossible to undertake this kind of elabora-
tion apart from a process of intervening in class struggles,
progressively acquiring a scientific knowledge of the re-
ality, assimilating the revolutionary experience of the
world working class as well as that of our country, and
learning to apply the basic principles of revolutionary
Marxism in the context of work organized on a national
and international scale. All that, we said, "would not
drop from heaven."

To be more concrete: Our tendency did not claim that
the League should have ready-made a compendium of
organically interconnected economic and democratic im-
mediate demands; methods of economic and democratic
struggle; transitional demands, forms of struggle, and
organizational slogans; socialist slogans; critiques of other
currents; etc. Some of us even think that part of the plat-
form included in the Political Bureau's 44-page docu-
ment is highly abstract. To be still more concrete: We
have specified the inseparably linked aspects that should
be involved in this process of elaboration, which goes

hand in hand with building a centralized organization
on a national seale by participating fully in workers
struggles and educating the broad vanguard of these
struggles to assure that the working class will play the
leading role in the organized struggle against the dic-
tatorship, whose elimination will open the way to a so-
cialist republic. This will also be achieved by giving im-
petus to radicalizing and broadening the mobilizations
of students and other social layers and developing the
tactical and organizational couplings needed to incor-
porate these struggles into the strategic framework set
forth above. It is all this that called for an accelerated
process of defining the conditions for elaborating plat-
forms such as the one the Political Bureau put together
in two weeks' time. (Such prerequisites would, in fact,
include in-depth analysis of the social basis and con-
tent of the revolution, along with a characterization of
its driving forces; and much greater progress than was
achieved in analyzing the process of reorganizing the
proletariat, etc. And all of this should be the founda-
tion of progressively adjusting projections of the fun-
damental strategic lines of the revolution, the content and
inner dynamic of a transitional program, etc.) Moreover,
all of this should be done within the context of an inter-
national discussion where meeting all the needs that a
"national group" cannot hope to fulfill "relying on its
own strength" are posed as tasks of building the Fourth
International. This is true above all when the problem
of accomplishing these tasks takes on a greater acuteness



because we have reached an advanced stage in the struggle
for a Socialist United States of Europe and still suffer
from severe subjective limitations.

But, as was pointed out in the document "Tactics for
Building the Organization" that guided the founding of
the League, we should not make a fetish out of such
drawbacks. To be precise: If these limitations have con-
tinued to weigh very heavily, if the processes of inter-
vening, internal discussion, and political elaboration re-
ferred to above have been largely frustrated and in some
cases set-back and distorted, this is because of a failure
to understand the legacy of revolutionary Marxism. Adapt-
ing and assimilating this heritage are an integral part
of forming an organization that, like ours, claims to
be Trotskyist. It was the prerequisite for overcoming our
"national” weaknesses. We '"blind metaphysicians,"” ("Liga
en Marcha," p. 6) never claimed that the substantial ele-
ment of the revolutionary Marxist heritage we were talking
about, this new "schematism” that had to be "chased after"
today, ‘was limited to the policy of the united front. How-
ever, because we centered the discussion too much on
this point, it took us some time fo realize that both in
initially rejecting the united front and then in raising
the kind of arguments they did to justify its resurrection
what the other tendency was actually doing was setting
aside the Transitional Program.

Not only did the contortions the authors of "La Liga
en Marcha" went through trying to use our "national
limitations” as an excuse for a lack of collective assim-
ilation of the fundamentals of revolutionary Marxism
and the delay in accomplishing our tasks of political
elaboration (pp. 3, 6) result in distorting our views. These
contortions also demonstrated that the errors in their
own positions cannot be attributed simply to careless
language but raise questions of principle.

2. Transitional Program and Action Program

The comrades begin by claiming that our initial verbal
declaration of adherence to the fundamental program
of revolutionary Marxism and the experience of the League
so far are sufficient bases for calling our organization
Trotskyist.

On the first point, Trotsky held a rather dxfferent opin-
ion from the authors of "La Liga en Marcha." As he
saw it, program was not "the matter of a formal doc-
ument; a program holds water only in the event that
it is tied up with the revolutionary experience of the party
and with the lessons gained from battles which have en-
tered into the flesh and blood of its cadres.” ["'What Next?"
The Sl’ruggle Against Fascism in Germany, Pathfinder
Press, New York, 1971, pp. 199- 200.] As for the other
objective criteria for characterizing an organization as
Leninist (taking the program to the vanguard and the
masses, forging cadres, and systematic political activity
to achieve these goals), the comrades of the other ten-
dency will probably admit, if they have assimilated the
Transitional Program, as they say they have, that our
course has had fundamentally very little to do with these
norms.

After saying that the method of the Transitional Pro-
gram has "definitely a real live relevance to today,” "La
Liga en Marcha" goes on to take up how it can cor-
rectly be assimilated: "Before this objective relevance can

become a subjective need for an organization, before the
theoretical statement of this relevance can be fully under-
stood and absorbed, there has to be systematic practical
work on a national and international scale. That is the
only way the Transitional Program can be assimilated

." (p. 5.) That is, in the process itself that led it to
establish ties with the Fourth International, an organi-
zation like Comunismo "opted" automatically for the Tran-
sitional Program — found it in cold storage in the legacy
of revolutionary Marxism. But it will only be able to
absorb and understand this program as it "gains expe-
rience" through practical work organized on a national
and international scale. )

We think, on the other hand, that the very fact that
the "objective relevance” of the Transitional Program was
not the precise basis of the "subjective need" that impelled
us to found the League offers the key criterion for char-
acterizing our organization and immediately places the
discussions in their essential international context. Beyond
statements of principle, formal expositions in political
schools, and publishing "red classics,” what place does
the International's line assign the Transitional Program
in building revolutionary Marxist organizations in each
country?

The authors of "Liga en Marcha" offer us some indi-
cations of what the answer might be.

Dazed by the profundity of their preceding statements,
the comrades decided to clear things up for us and for
themselves: "A vanguard organization must learn (!) or
more precisely employ (!!), a two-sided technique (!!!)
for approaching and understanding reality. On the one
hand it must assimilate the experience of the international
proletariat in its struggles and analyze its own national
reality, applying these lessons. On the other, it must si-
multaneously build an organization capable of propa-
gating the revolutionary Marxist program among the
advanced workers and demonstrate the validity of this
program in practice in class struggles.” (p. 6) '

It must be acknowledged that these lines make crystal
clear the underlying notion of the Transitional Program
held by their authors. Now we can see clearly how the
Transitional Program could only be an "objective need"
that was present only as a "theoretical statement” at the
start of our struggle to build the party. They could only
reduce the program to this if they failed to conceive of
it as defining the central task of the period in the con-
text of the strategy of permanent revolution. They could
only say this if they failed to see the Transitional Pro-
gram as laying out the method for accomplishing “this
task, the method that will enable the vanguard to over-
come the crisis of leadership in the working class. That
is, enable the vanguard to build the party through the
struggle of the class, starting off from -all the elements
that make it a class "in itself" (its "minimum" demands,
traditions of struggle, unions, workers parties, etc.), in
order to lead the proletariat to the highest form of work-
ing-class unity, a system of soviets under communist lead-
ership. The Transitional Program, the synthesis of the
greatest wealth of revolutionary experience, integrates all
the means for uniting the class, from the most elementary
tactical questions on up, into an organic whole, meshing
them with the objective needs imposed by the crisis of
society. None of the various aspects —propaganda for
the dictatorship .of the proletariat; struggle against un-



employment or defending the trade unions; preparing
the way for workers control through factory committees;
the policy of the united front culminating in the transi-
tional demand for a workers government; and the end
result of all this, creating soviets and winning the ma-
jority of the working class to the party —can be sepa-
rated out without destroying its content. We have already
pointed out, moreover, that in order to become a ma-

terial force the Transitional Program must be adapted -

concretely to the conditions of every country and time
by elaborating its algebraic content into an action pro-
gram. This can only be accomplished in the course of
the communist organization's struggle, based on the Tran-
sitional Program, to take the lead of the battles waged
by the proletariat.

So, it is clear that the authors of the ”nga en Marcha" -

reduce this problematic to elaborating a more or less
complete catalog of demands, separating this from an

overall understanding of the period and the method of

building the party on the basis of the foundation doc-
ument of the Fourth International.

By way of example, moreover, we can note that this
confusion appears constantly in the documents of the
Ligue Communiste that we have seen on the Transitional
Program (cf. the foreword to their edition of it).

3. As the Great Chairman Said:
in Order to Return to the Masses'

After separating out the problematic of the.Transitional
Program with respect to the elaboration and.application
of an action program, the comrades of the other tendency
say that while it has taken us two years we have fin_ally
assimilated the method of this fundamental document.
But on another page of "Liga en Marcha,” they stress
a definition hinted at already in the Political Bureau's
44-page document (p. 21): "The basis of a transitional
strategy is trying to mobilize the masses in action by
systematically analyzing the fluctuations in their level
of consciousness.” We recommend that the comrades of
the other tendency read what Trotsky said on this sub-
ject in his discussions with the SWP on the Transitional
Program. For our part, we say that the real objective
of a revolutionary policy in analyzing the fluctuations
in the level of consciousness of the masses from moment
to moment is to determine the proper pedagogic means
of putting across a strategy based on objective conditions:
"Some will say: good, the program is a scientific pro-
gram; it corresponds to the objective situation—but if
the workers won't accept this program, it will be sterile.
Poss1bly But ‘this signifies only that the workers “will
be crushed since the crisis can't be solved any other way
but by the socialist revolution. . . .

"But even in the worst case, if the working class doesn't
sufficiently mobilize its mind and its strength at present
for the socialist revolution —even in the worst case, if
this working class falls as a victim to fascism, the best
elements will say, 'We were warned by this party; it was
a good party.' And a great tradition will remain in the
working class.”" ["The Political Backwardness of the Amer-
ican Workers," The Transitional Program for Socialist
Revolution, p. 126]

"What does this signify? That we are sure the working
class, the trade unions, will adkere to the slogan of the

‘Start From the Masses

. olutionaries.

"but flexible to the situation."

labor party? No, we are not sure that the workers will
adhere to the slogan of the labor party. When we begin
the fight we cannot be sure of being victorious. We can
only say that our slogan corresponds to the objective
situation and the best elements will understand and the
most backward elements who don't understand will be
compromised.” ["U.S. and European Labor Movements:
A Comparison," The Transitional Program for Socialist
Revolution, p. 134.]

-"Naturally if I close my eyes I can write a good rosy
program that everybody will accept. But it will not cor-
respond to the situation; and the program must corre-
spond to the situation [emphasis added by Encrucijada].
I believe that this elementary argument is of the utmost
importance. .

"This program is not a new invention of one man.
It is derived from the long experience of the Bolsheviks.
I want to emphasize that it is not one man's invention,
that it comes from long collective experience of the rev-
It is the application of old principles to this
situation. It should not be considered as fixed like iron
["The Political Backwardness

.," The Transitional Program for Socialist Revolution,
pp. 127, 129. Emphasis added.]

"I say here what I said about the whole program of
transitional demands. The problem is not the mood of
the masses but the objective situation, and our job is
to confront the backward material of the masses with
the tasks which are determined by objective factors and
not by psychology." ["U.S. and European Labor Move-
ments: A Comparison,” Transitional Program for Social-
ist Revolution, p. 132.] -

"For us as a small minority this whole thing is ob-
jective - including the mood of the workers. But we must
analyze and classify those elements of the objective sit-
uation which can be changed by our paper and those
which cannot be changed. That is why we say that the
program is adapted to the fundamental stable elements

‘of the objective situation and the task is to adapt the
‘mentality of the masses to those objective factors. To

adapt the mentality is a pedagogical task. We must be
patient, etc. The crisis of society is given as the base
of our activity. The mentality is the political arena of
our activity. We must change it. We must give a scien-
tific explanation of society, and clearly explain it to the
masses. * That is the difference between Marxism and re-
formism. [Emphasis added.]

"The reformists have a good smell for what the au-
dience wants—as Norman Thomas—he gives them that.
But that is not serious revolutionary activity. We must

“have the courage to be unpopular, to say 'you are fools,’

'you are stupid,’ 'they betray you,' and every once in
a while with a scandal launch qur ideas with passion. . . .
But it must be scientific, not bent to the moods of the
masses. We are the most realistic people because we reckon
with faets which cannot be changed by the eloquence of
Norman Thomas. If we win immediate success we swim
with the current of the masses and that current is rev-
olution." ["Completing the Program . . .," Transitional Pro-
gram for Socialist Revolution, p. 145.] The statements
of the authors of "Liga en Marcha" on this question tend
to make us think that despite their efforts they have still



not assimilated the method of the Transitional Program.
To the contrary, in their efforts they have taken an im-
portant step toward "establishing a strategic basis" (pre-

sumably through a systematic analysis of the "fluctua-

tions in the level of the consciousness of the masses")
in a long trajectory that extends from the beginnings

of adaptation to a spontaneous "radical" trade-unionist-:

solidarity "orientation" on the part of the working-class
vanguard, through a history of moving in and out of
the Workers Commissions according to the ups and downs
of these organizations, or according to the "third or fourth
phase,” as recommended by the Spanish Commission.
The comrades of the other tendency deepen their expla-
nation of the growth of the PCE's influence — ascribing
it to the "backwardness” or "immaturity" of the masses
that are being roused to struggle pftimarily by the "mew
sectors." Finally they have come around to making a
turn toward the united front. This is supposed to be. all
right now because of the "growing strength of the far
left and of our own following in the student movement."

We do not doubt that we are seeing a real "transitional
strategy.” The transition, however, is from one kind of
opportunist deviation to another. We do not doubt that
the comrades of the En Marcha tendency offer us a meth-
od. But it is a method that reveals a wrong conception
of the fundamental question of how to build the party.
This conception is expressed in a "method" of following
"fluctuations"”
constant tendency to adapt to the influence of the reform-
ist apparatuses and radicalized petty-bourgeois currents.

4. 'Initiativism,’ the Highest Stage of .

Among the basic principles of their Marxism, the com-
rades of the En Marcha tendency assert: "Im the course
of a prerevolutionary situation, class consciousness forges
ahead rapidly, becoming the most dynamic factor in the
situation. The party then has an' opportunity to lead.
the immense majority of the proletariat in an assault

on the established power. But this depends on the party -

being able to get the workers to see the need for such
an offensive through their own experience by using tran-
sitional slogans striking at the very foundations of bour-
geois power to touch off struggles that have a revolu-
tionary content.” (Our emphasis.)

We think that this conception of the role of transmonal
demands differs from, and in fact, contradicts, the one
found in the documents of the Communist International
and in the Transitional Program.

The method of the Transitional Program starts off from
the problem of the subjective factor lagging behind the
objective conditions created by capitalist decay in order
to determine tasks: "It is necessary to help the masses
in the process of the daily struggle to find the bridge
between present demands and the socialist program of
the revolution.”

Is this possible?

The Stalinists and centrists talk about "state monopoly'

capitalism” or "neocapitalist integration." For this reason
some modern centrist currents have seized on the theme
of workers control. Since "neocapitalism” integrated, or
coopted "quantitative demands,” something bétter had to
be thought of to raise the consciousness (!) of the class.

and at the same time is reinforced by a’

The ideal means for this was "qualitative demands" to
"touch off struggles that have a revolutionary content."
On the other hand, the Trotskyists say that we are in
an epoch of imperialist decay: "when, in general, there
can be no ‘discussion of systematic social reforms and
the raising of the masses' living standards; when every
serious demand of the petty bourgeoisie inevitably reaches
beyond the limits of capitalist property relations and of
the bourgeois state. . . .

"The present epoch is distinguished not for the fact that
it frees the revolutionary party from day-to-day work
but because it permits this work to be carried on indis-
solubly with the actual tasks of the revolution." (The
Transitional Program.)

Sb,-saying that "in the course of a prerevolutionary
situation class consciousness forges ahead rapidly, be-
coming the most dynamic factor in the situation,™ ac-
cording to the phrase by Trotsky picked up by the En
Marcha comrades, is equivalent to saying: (a) The basis
for the activities of communists will be the inevitable de-
velopment of great mass actions touched off by the strug-
gle for minimum objectives under the lash of capitalist
contradictions. (b) In relationship to the precarious sta-
bility of the system, these actions will tend to assume
objectively revolutionary implications, unleashing the fierc-
est- kind of combats. (c) When least expected these ac-
tions can lead to the most powerful spontaneous revo-
lutionary explosions, in which the highest forms of class
consciousness will begin to flower. But these processes
will not wait for the development of a prerevolutionary
situation to manifest themselves. They are already in-
cipient today in the' current broad movements, showing
the instinctive tendency of workers to unite as a class
and their still latent conflict with the reformist apparatuses.
Precisely because we do not, as is characteristic of the
other tendency, separate the development of class con-
sciousness from the process of sharpening material contra-
dictions —even with all the unevenness that exists between
the two— precisely because we do not think, as the com-
rades of the other tendency in¢line to, that the working
class turns spontaneously to syndicalism or Stalinism,
any more than it does to Trotskyism; precisely for this
reason, we say that it is possible to move forward in
building the party "in the process of the daily struggle,”
working to transform these everyday battles into the start-
ing points for revolutionary mass action. This is why
we do not believe in ERPs for armed struggle, or in ERPs
for fighting for workers control.

-As for this separating "struggles with a revolutionary
content around transitional slogans,” struggles which are
supposed to be sparked by communists, from the other
struggles waged by the workers, we think that the best
answer is to be found in the Transitional Program: "In-
sofar as the old, partial, 'minimal' demands of the masses
clash with the destructive and degrading tendencies of
decadent capitalism —and this occurs at each step— the
Fourth International advances a system of 'transitional
demands,’ the essence of which is contained in the fact
that ever more openly and decisively they will be directed
against the very bases of the bourgeois regime." (Em-
phasis added.)

The characteristic features of the En Marcha comrades'



conception of transitional demands and the vanguardist
activity they imply bring us back to the question of the
relationship between communists and their class. They

lead us to raise an alarm against a notion of building
the party through apparatuses outside the class struggle.

V. But, Is It Just the Comrades
of the '"En Marcha' Tendency?

At this point, we can begin to give some general an-
swers about the implications of the international debate.

In the resolution of the Ninth World Congress on Latin
America, in the context of the basic perspective laid out
of "an armed -struggle which may last for long years,"”
and which "in Latin America means fundamentally guer-
rilla warfare," it was said that "it must not be forgotten,
however, that the armed struggle itself cannot succeed,
in the last analysis, except on the basis of a correct po-
litical line. . . ." And this was to include transitional de-
mands. "The determination of the themes of a transitional
program for each given stage is clearly the task of rev-
olutionists in the various countries." All of this leads us
to concur with some of the conclusions drawn by J. Han-
sen in his "Assessment of the Draft Resolution on Latin
America™

"Of course, it is the task of revolutionists in the var-
ious countries to work out the themes of a transitional
program for each stage. [Emphasis in the original.] But
it is still more their task to work out the tactics for eaeh
stage. Since tactics are dealt with in the draft resolution,
are in fact its main preoccupation, the question arises
as to why it is silent as to possible transitional themes
for the coming period. It would have been completely
in the tradition. and the spirit of the Transitional Pro-
gram adopted by the Fourth International in 1938 to
have considered the question. )

"The answer appears to lie in the nature of the concept
at the heart of the draft resolution. Once it has been de-
cided that 'the principal axis for a whole period will be
rural guerrilla warfare, the term having primarily a geo-
graphical-military meaning,’ the question of transitional
steps is narrowed to the extreme, becoming reduced even
in the area of armed struggle. Even worse, the central
concept of the Transitional Program drafted by Trotsky
on the utilization of transitional slogans and transitional
measures (including the field of armed struggle) to mo-
bilize the masses and construct a combat party is hard
to fit in with this 'principal axis' if it can be fitted in at
all.

"The reasons for this are not difficult to discern. Trot-
sky's Transitional Program conceives the socialist revo-
lution as carried forward by mass mobilizations, in the
process of which a competent revolutionary leadership,
organized in a combat party, is forced. The concept of
rural guerrilla war as the principal axis for a prolonged
period projects a small, heroic elite carrying the battle in
the absence of the masses and in areas remote from the
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cities. Thus if the concept of rural guerrilla war for a
prolonged period is adopted as the principal axis of rev-
olutionary work, then the problem of mobilizing the urban
masses becomes somewhat irrelevant, and along with it
most of the Transitional Program." ["Assessment of the
Draft Resolution on Latin America," Discussion on Latin
America, 1968-71, pp. 24-25.] In the context of this "strat-
egy," what role does the Transitional Program play in
building the party? It complements the armed struggle.
Thus the resolution can affirm the need to: "Advance a
program not just of immediate economic and political
demands but ‘also transitional demands able to mobilize
and raise the political consciousness of the worker, petty-
bourgeois, and plebian masses as well as the student
masses and thus create growing tensions threatening the
system (this would also make it more difficult for the
governments to concentrate their repressive forces exclu-
sively in the zones of armed struggle.)" [Our emphasis.
"Resolution on Latin America," Intercontinental Press, July
14, p. 720.] Likewise it can say, presenting the party
as an instrument serving armed struggle — the guerrillas:
"The existence and functioning of a revolutionary party,
far from being an outworn schema of outmoded Marxists,
corresponds to the concrete and ineluctable needs of the
development of the armed struggle itself.” [p. 721.]

In the IEC resolution of December 1969 on building
mass revolutionary parties in capitalist Europe, which
was drawn up to explain the reasons and consequences
of the turn by the European sections of the International
in abandoning entryism, it was said: "The strategy of
transitional demands continues to be the basis for propa-
ganda, and, on occasion, agitation and active interven-
tion in the struggle of the working class,”" ["On Tactics in
Europe,” Intercontinental Press, March 23, 1970, p. 261.]
But when all is said and done, doesn't this strategy come
down to a more or less propagandistic complement of
something else? Because the "content of the new orienta-
tion in working toward the construction of revolutionary
parties which has been adopted by the European sections
of the Fourth International” can be defined as follows:

"(a) Giving priority to winning political and organiza-
tional preponderance within the new vanguard with the
aim of considerably strengthening our own organizations,
and, if possible, qualitatively ché.nging the relationship
of forces vis-a-vis the bureaucracies in the working class.

"(b) For this purpose, following a policy of taking the
initiative in actions which will convince the new vanguard
of the necessity of revolutionary Marxist organizations,



not only on the theoretical and historical level but prac-
tically in the living struggle.

"(e) Engaging in more extensive work among the rank-
and-file workers in the factories and in the unions.

"(d) Striving to build solid bases of support among the
young workers from which confrontations with the bu-
reaucracy can be mounted without risking elimination of
the opposition nuclei from the unions and plants." [P. 260.]

Unlike the resolution of the Ninth Congress on Latin
America, the IEC resolution on building revolutionary
Marxist parties in capitalist Europe makes a clear state-
ment of ends: "The central strategic task of revolutionary
Marxists remains that of building mass revolutionary
parties.” The "policy of initiatives in action" is thus pre-
sented as a tactic subordinated to the strategic end of
building a party of the Leninist type that would be capable
of operating not just on a purely propagandistic or agi-
tational plane but also of engaging in practical activity
to organize the masses and lead mass struggles around
transitional demands.” Like any tactic, it has its risks.
In this case the danger is falling into ultraleftism, as many
documents - tell us. But over and above the inevitable
risks and distortions, we must ask ourselves whether re-
sorting to such a tactic to convince the new vanguard
of the necessity and existence of revolutionary Marxist
organizations through "initiatives in action" does not con-

flict with the "strategy of transitional demands."

We think frankly that it does and that this is reflected
in the debates and constantly shifting conflicts in the LCR
over what organizational forms should be developed in
the student movement (these are not determined so much
by any analysis of the student movement as by a gen-
eral line on building the party and by the strength of our
position at the given moment inside in the movement).
We think that this contradiction is also reflected in the
criticisms that have arisen of abrupt changes in course
on the "united front policy" and of subordinating mass
work to a line of the organization engaging in publicity-
catching initiatives, actions whose primary impact has
been on the radicalized petty bourgeoisie. We think that
there is a clear contradiction between a tactic where, ac-
cording to a bulletin of the LCR, "everything depends on
the extreme left,” and a strategy in which, according to
the Transitional Program: "Each of the transitional de-
mands should, therefore lead to one and the same po-
litical conclusion: the workers need to break with all tra-
ditional  parties of the bourgeoisie in order, jointly with
the farmers, to establish their own power." [Emphasis
added] In France also, the question of the united front
is the focal point around which all the conflicts have
crystallized that have taken an extremely acute form in
our country.

V1. What Did Adopting a Policy of Im'tz'avtz'ves in Action
Mean for the LCR?

The LCR was founded at a time when the deepening
crisis of capitalism and the dictatorship, as well as the
rise of mass struggle and the sharpening contradictions
of reformism highlighted the lack of the slightest embry-
onic form of workers leadership. At the same time, these
conditions ruled out progress in systematically building
‘the party except in the framework of a clear strategy
that could guide us in setting a firm course toward the
masses. They made it necessary to offer perspectives to
a broad vanguard through such a course, establishing
a"bridge between the immediate struggles and a phase
of rapid growing over toward a decisive clash with the
dictatorship and tasks of dismantling the bourgeois state
that the overthrow of the dictatorship would pose as a
vital necessity for the working masses. These conditions
also made it possible to move ahead in advancing the
basic elements of a program of action in the process of
the day-to—day struggles. In a nutshell, the central set
of problems we had to face were not different from those
raised in the Transitional Program, as applied to the
ripening of a prerevolutionary situation under the Span-
ish state. It cannot be denied that we were completely
aware that this was the central task. All our elaborations
began with this statement. Nonetheless, this would become
a mere formal declaration insofar as it did not involve
assimilating the method that could arm us to move ahead
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in solving this set of problems.

In fact, the basic reasons why we maintained an ultra-
left orientation for a whole phase did not rest, as the
comrades of the En Marcha tendency claim, in a carry-
over of some "sectarian attitudes to the organized workers
movement." From this standpoint, the process of "rec-
tification” was supposed to be guided by successive "tac-
tics" that marked a progressive "move away from sec-
tarianism" culminating in "entry into the Workers Com-
missions.” To the contrary, the basic conceptions that
made it possible for our organization to retain an ultra-
left character were notions that we carried with us from
the inception of the Comunismo group and did not aban-
don in founding the LCR. These had to do with a failure
to understand the workers movement as it was, the dy-
namic of the relationship between the working class and
its' organizations, between the members of the workers
parties and their leaderships. They had to do with a lack
of understanding of the fundamental laws of the mass
movement and of building the party in the process of
the workers struggle against the bourgeoisie, by inter-
vening in all its phases as the conscious element of the
class, defending the interests of the class as a whole, fight-
ing to unify the various struggles of the workers with
those of other oppressed sectors and preparing the way
for their linking up with the revolutionary perspective



of overthrowing the bourgeois state and the workers win-
ning power. The conception of the party as something
outside the class and not essentially part of the working
class, representing its historic interests, was at the root
of the apparatus-worshipping principles of "building the
organization" that presided over the founding of the
League. The "new orientation" for building sections of
the Fourth International did not require the LCR to break
with this bureaucratic and formalist conception of con-
structing the party. To the contrary, the old ultraleftist
hangovers were allowed to persist and given a high de-
gree of systematization thanks to the framework provided
by the "policy of initiatives in action.”

It is not hard to show that setting up two different
phases in building the party and the conception of the
united front as just another "tactic” introduce a separa-
tion between the struggle to construct the revolutionary
organization and the struggle of thousands of workers
against capitalist exploitation and the dictatorship. The
first phase is supposed to be "winning the vanguard"
outside of the workers movement as a whole. The aim
of this operation is to solve the problem of "building
the organization." To accomplish this, we have a series
of "tactics." There is no doubt where the line of reasoning
followed by Bulletin No. 15 leads when this document
says: "The hour has not yet struck for the revolutionary
Marxists in Spain to effectively raise the slogan of 'To
the Masses!' In reality what is on the agenda today is
first winning political and organizational hegemony in
the worker and student vanguard emerging in the pres-
ent struggles in order then to go to the masses. And this
is first and foremost a matter of revolutionary Marxist
politics and organization." Now, when Comrade Germain
defined the "new vanguard" in his report to the Ninth
World Congress on the "new rise of world revolution”"
as a vanguard "with mass character,” which could there-
fore be won only through action, he also defined a tac-
tic for accomplishing this: "In the stage that has now
opened, our -ability to build our organizations depends
on our capacity to act, to take the initiative, and to lead
actions that in practice draw in the healthiest sectors of
the vanguard." ["Report on New Rise of World Revolu-
tion," Intercontinental Press, July 14, 1969, p. 699. Em-
phasis added.]

In a second phase, the organization could have a "pro-
gram" and set a firm course toward the masses by car-
rying out a united front policy. The result of this line
has been that when workers and popular struggles reached
a high tide after 1970, coming into conflict with the dic-
tatorship's whole apparatus of bureaucratic control and
repression and thereby posing ever more acutely the need
for a general political alternative, we devoted ourselves,
as we said in "La Encrucijada,” to raising a "stronger
pole of attraction" than the other groups. We tried, on
the basis of piecemeal actions related to the themes of the
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moment, to establish case by case a ringing, exemplary
line of demarcation between reformism and class struggle.

As our activity ran up against the course of the class
struggle, one by one our initial ultraleftist assumptions
were demolished. Nonetheless, the process of rectification
undertaken by the League leadership has not challenged
any of the foundations on which these premises were
based. Instead it has demonstrated an opportunist line
of adapting its navigation to the meandering course set
by the "fluctuations in the level of consciousness of the
masses." This process is reflected in its successive im-
pressionistic and sociological characterizations of the van-
guard to which it adjusts its "tactics” for "building the
organization.”

Finally, last May the leadership of the League proposed
a "strategy," put forward a "preprogram,” even proposed
a united front policy. Had we built an organization?
In any case—they told us—"the relationship of forces
between us and the reformists has changed.”

In the face of this "cheerful” view, our tendency said
from the start that the League's trajectory was not bring-
ing us steadily closer to revolutionary Marxism through
a series of turns dictated by the class struggle and the
organization's capacity for intervening:in a revolutionary
way. Even the other tendency recognized that these turns
were always made belatedly and in an incorrect manner.

The League's trajectory reflected the operation of an
insuperable contradiction between the political bases on
which it was founded and the conditions of the class strug-
gle, which since we have existed as an organization have
been favorable to growing involvement in the actions
of the workers through struggle based on a Marxist pro-
gram. From this standpoint, the turns that we had car-
ried out were a mounting succession of readjustments and
palliatives required by our failures in intervening. We
did not line ourselves up so much with a revolutionary
Marxist course as adjust to the real or claimed course
of a sector of the vanguard of the new sectors and the
"myriads of democratic illusions" represented by them.
The strategic outlines advanced —having to do funda-
mentally with the dynamics of the crisis of the dictator-
ship and the process of permanent revolution opened
up in our country —did make us more resistant to the
crises and splits into which the far left had been precipi-
tated. But they were inadequate to block centrist veerings
to the left and later to the right as we sought a way out
of the bankruptcy of our initial ultraleftism. On the one
hand, these outlines were not sufficiently assimilated and
implemented by the organization, serving rather as a
handy means for explaining every one of our tactical
changes of course. On the other hand, the very prag-
matic line in which they were inserted kept them remote
from day-to-day practice, without relation to it, like propa-
gandistic excrescences.



VIIL. 'Get Them to Learn the Need for a Revolutionary
Marxist Organization Through Their Own Experience’

So there are two conceptions of using the Transitional
Program. According to our conception, the League has
had in this program the only method by which Trotsky-
ists could carry forward the struggle to build and strength-
en a communist organization. It was the method of achiev-
ing a primitive accumulation of cadres in the very process
of the student and workers struggles that have not ceased
and from which we have often been absent, struggles which
have hundreds of times highlighted the acute weakness
and contradictions of the reformists and centrists. Such
a focus has been necessary and possible since our very
inception as an organization, without any "preliminary
phases.” It would have enabled us, and still can enable
us, to rise above a purely propagandistic stage and exert
a significant weight in organizing actions of sections of
the working class at certain points and in certain areas.
It could have, and still can, promote a "demarcation" of
the revolutionary Marxists and the "establishment of a
pole of attraction" more effectively than all the "initiatives”
and opportunist maneuvers put together. It is the only
way to "assure a substantial strengthening of our own
organization and a possibly qualitative change in the
relationship of forces between us and the bureaucratic
apparatuses in the working class.” The other conception,
represented by the positions of the comrades of the En
Marcha tendency might, for example, include elaborating
transitional themes in "the orientation and method of the
strategy of guerrilla warfare." In this context, it might
fulfill important functions such as "to help certain rev-
olutionary organizations to overcome the difficulties aris-
ing from the fact that while having been formed for rev-
olutionary combat and armed struggle, these organiza-
tions have been unable for conjunctural reasons to put
their ideas into practice.” ["Resolution on Latin America,”
Intercontinental Press, July 14, 1969, p. 721.] That is,
it may serve to enlighten foquista groups that have noth-
ing to do at the moment.

In capitalist Europe, and therefore in our country, adopt-
ing transitional objectives has been "integrated" into the
"policy of initiatives.” It is this policy that in the past led
us to follow a rabidly sectarian and ultraleftist course
toward the rising struggles ‘and which then ran aground
on various opportunistic rectifications that tried to patch
it up withott examining its anti-Marxist foundations. This
policy sought to bring about a "substantial strengthening
of our own organization" that would enable us to "show
people through experience” and "not only on the theoretical
and historical level” the validity of Trotskyism. But it set
out to "win hegemony" within the ultraleftist and centrist
currents of the radicalized petty-bourgeois "periphery" by
adapting to the fundamental features of ultraleftism and
centrism. This meant "exemplary" activism, an all-out
vanguardism, as well as sectarianism giving way to "unity
in action" (unity among revolutionists). But the ultimate
logic of this policy is to tail-end the apparatuses.

The consequences of this orientation, which is alien
to the Transitional Program (even though it "integrates”
the "strategy of transitional demands") have been referred

to in various documents of our tendency. In many cases
where we have projected slogans and objectives based on
a correct analysis of the period and the living experience
in the factories, these have been taken up by a part of
the vanguard. But their political reach has been limited.
They have been locked into an artificial propagandism,
divorced from a resolute mass orientation, which this
period makes a precondition for really winning a sec-
tion of the vanguard, including its centrist and ultraleftist
component. In this way, we have taken on the job of
systematically miseducating the vanguard that was break-
ing with Stalinism and syndicalism. By behaving in a
sectarian way on the organizational level, but at the same
time trying to compete politically with this layer in the
field of "left" opportunism, we have been unable to pre-
vent it from degenerating or even returning to the reform-
ist fold. This failure has been exceeded only by our in-
ability to offer an alternative to the workers under the
influence of Stalinism. Leaving aside the leaflets we put
out that in fact equated these workers with their leader-
ship, our failure to understand the Workers Commissions
for a whole period made us play a notable role as ob-
jective accomplices of this leadership.

The result of all this has been an incapacity to develop
links with the working class, despite the great opportunities
offered to revolutionists by the new rise of workers strug-
gles. In the meantime, our superficial agitational activism,
always tail-ending events, had the effect of burning out
the organization. Nor should we forget those cases where
a series of very small, isolated street initiatives led to
some sectors being destroyed under the blows of repres-
sion (Euzkadi).

The issue of the united front sums up perfectly the op-
portunist dimension of the "policy of initiatives in action.”
We should have developed a strongly centralized orga-
nization with rigorous norms grounded on theoretical
and political clarity (which only the Marxist program
could provide) as the basis of an orientation toward
building a working-class united front. Instead, we have

combined the most extreme confusionism on the political
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level with the most helter-skelter type of organization, and
all this in acute isolation from the working class. While
refusing to develop a united front of the working class,
we have made our own organization into what amounts
to a united front. In an attempt to narrow the gap be-
tween ourselves and the working class, moreover, we
have accelerated a process of empirical and impression-
istic readjustments which by increasing the political morass
inside the group has aggravated our organizational dis-
location., '

The "dialectic of sectors of intervention" and our policy
in the student movement has had two effects: (a) It served
as an alibi for not taking on the necessary and achievable
tasks of winning mass influence and polarizing an impor-
tant part of the workers vanguard. (b) Moreover, it iso-
lated our intervention in the student milieu from the class
struggle as a whole by failing to establish any connec-
tions between mobilizing students and workers struggles



except "using this mobilization to put meat on the bones
of revolutionary policy," to give a "mass base" to our
organizational initiatives (almost exclusively lightning
demonstrations and pickets). '

Even today, the Political Bureau's 44-page document
claims that "this orientation enables the revolutionary
Marxist vanguard to appear as a political force capable
of challenging the state in the short run. . . ." (p. 43.)

VIIL Our 'Propagandism’' Versus Their
'Correlation of Forces'

A. But it turns out that according to the comrades of
the En Marcha tendency the historical moment represented
by the months of mid-1972 saw a fortunate convergence
of two processes. On the one hand, we were achieving
a correlation of forces vis-a-vis the reformists that enabled
us to effectively carry out the tactic of a working-class
united front, fundamentally as a result of our hegemony
over the bulk of a strong far left and our influence in the
student movement. At the same time, we were succéeding
in assimilating the method of the Transitional Program,
which has "a real live relevance to today,”" overcoming
the contradictions imposed by the "national limitations”
of our party. ) »

It turns out, then, that we haven't lost much by our
ignorance of the method of the Transitional Program
and in particular the policy of the united front. As "Liga
en Marcha" explains: "Adopting any tactic in fact cannot
be done without taking into consideration the correlation
of forces that the revolutionary Marxists have ahieved
vis-a-vis the reformists, the number of their activists and
their base. On the other hand, an organization can have
a political orientation without taking this into account,
basing itself only on the needs of the movement. But
actually carrying out such an orientation does depend
on this. So, after becoming aware of the need for a united
front tactic in the Spanish state, we could have adopted
such an orientation. It would have made it possible to
better educate the organization as a whole, develop a
better conception of the overall relationships between the
working class and its leaderships and of the role these
leaderships play, as well as to establish unsectarian (or
less sectarian) relations with the organized workers move-
ment. But this would by no means have enabled us to
execute such a tactic on any level but in propaganda.”
(P. 9. Emphasis added.)

This is the line of reasoning used to tie up criticism of
our so-called Hegelian metaphysics with a critique of our
alleged propagandism.

We are accused of disregarding the state of the organiza-
tion and the relationship of forces. But permit us to ask
again: What policy is to serve as the basis for building
the communist organization and bringing about changes
in the relationship of forces with the reformists in the
working class?

All of the Political Bureau's arguments come down to
defending the line that you can have "correct general
orientations” which, however, are "not very practical” and
require a certain relationship of forces before they can
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be applied. On the other hand, "tactics” must be employed
to win such a relationship of forces, tactics that fall out-
side (when they do not flatly contradict) these "correct
orientations." This means that the Transitional Program
can serve as a general theoretical and political frame-
work. An organization can be built on "recognizing it."
But as soon as you have "recognized it," you can con-
sign it to the bookshelves of the venerable "red classics"
until you have an organization capable of "applying it"
in the context of a "favorable relationship of forces." We
know what this can mean — pamphlets on the Transitional
Program (or not even that) for sympathizers and in the
meantime an ultraleftist policy, with the inevitable oppor-
tunistic rectifications, to "build the organization,” always
following the "fluctuations in the level of the consciousness
of the masses."

On the one hand, propaganda for soviets, for a work-
ers government, and for a united front in general; on
the other, an objectively divisive attitude toward day-
to-day struggles — this, in reality, is the logic of the re-
lationship between the "policy of initiatives in action" and
the united front. It is the logic that flows from Comrade
Weber's writings on this question, and he in turn is largely
following in the footsteps of the sectarian Healy. And
this line, after some "hasty" statements about the about-
face toward the proletarian united front having a stra-
tegic character, is fully endorsed today by the comrades
of the En- Marcha tendency. (To follow the gamut of
the Political Bureau's positions on this, see "La Liga
en la Encrucijada,” pp. 24-25.) These views reveal a
curious dogmatism. We are supposed to build an or-
ganization that one day, when it is a party, will be able
to apply the content of the theses on the united front for-
mulated by the Third and Fourth Congresses of the Com-
munist International. But until then we are supposed to
go through all the ultraleft deformations suffered by the
CPs in the worst days of the period marked by the First
and Second Congresses. ‘

Despite the fact that the Transitional Program written
in 1938 should rule out any such propositions, the com-
rades of the other tendency go to considerable lengths
to justify the whole opportunist past. Opposing what they
call our making a fetish out of strategy and our "abstract
propagandism,"” they proudly uphold their meritorious
"tactical” approaches, which imply that the subjective fac-
tor is an essential condition for adopting any policy in
practice . . . [Possibly because of an error in printing,
some lines are missing from the text] . . . not thus, we



repeat, for educating and preparing the organization and
_through it a part of the vanguard.” ("La Liga en Marcha,”
p- 10. Empha51s added.) .

We agree with the comrades of the other tendency that
"the subjective factor is an essential one for adopting
any policy in practice." The difference is that we think
that the subjective factor includes the fighting spirit of
the proletariat, mobilizing in actions that cannaot fail to
develop against the dictatorship and capitalism. And we
think that part of the subjective factor, also, is the struggle
of the Trotskyist organization, based on the Transitional
Program, to build a revolutionary party in the process
of these mobilizations.

Hence, the political clarity of revolutionary Marxism,
"educating and preparing the organization and through
it a part of the vanguard" in using the method of the
Transitional Program, are essential so that revolution-
ists can increase their capacity for intervening in these
struggles, so that they can draw new energy from them,
so that they can "put meat on the bones" of revolutionary
policy, making it "something more than propaganda.”
In this the Transitional Method is the means for deter-
‘mining tactics whose focus — propagandistic, or agitation-
al and appealing directly to the masses — must be adjusted
to each moment in the development of the situation, de-
pending on the rébounds in the crisis of Francoism, the
ebbs- and flows of the mass movement, on the relation-
ship between the revolutionary Marxist group and' the
mass or’gan'iz‘ation's, on the contradictions of the mass
organizations, and naturally on the organizational
strength and capaczty for actzon of the rev olutzonary group
itself. '

.But once again, the organizational strength and ca-
pacity for action of the Marxist group are not unrelated
to "educating and preparing the organization and through
it a part of the vanguard" to understand certain things.
One of these is that advances in building the commu-
nist organization are inseparably linked . to the extension
and radicalization of workers struggles and depend on
. the experience the workers gain in these struggles (in
which one of the factors, in turn, is the intervention of
‘the vanguard). Another is that growing sectors of the
class are going to be thrown by the general social crisis
that is accelerating the bankruptcy of Francoism into
profound conflicts with property and the bourgeois _state,
as well as into sharpening conflicts with their, reformist
leaderships. In this process, by steadily sharpening their
analysis of the rise of mass struggles and fighting for
the right to lead them, striving systematically to extend
them, and lead them to confronting capital and the state
at higher and higher levels, the Trotskyists will shatter
one after another the reformist locks on parts of the van-
guard .and shift the relationship of forces in favor of
the communist organization, the conscious and active
element of the subjective factor.

On the other hand, it seems very clear to us that the
comrades of the other. tendency make the possibility for
"putting meat on the bones” of revolutionary policy, trans-
forming it into "something more than propaganda,” de-
pend on "changes in the relationship. of forces.” In this,
they begin by setting aside the Marxist program, pro-
gressively exclude the working class from the sphere of

the subjective factor, and end by reducing this factor
to a pure apparatus suspended in the void.

B. In fact, we have talked in our documents about
an apparatus conception of building the party. This pre-
cisely is what lies at the root of the pragmatic attitudes
we see toward theory and the empirical kind of relation-
ship that is maintained with the heritage of revolution-
ary Marxism. This concept underlies the dissociation of
"tactics" based on empiricism from the strategic general-
ities of [word missing]; the severing of "practical work,"
concocted out of stringing together a succession of im-
preséionistic approaches, from "principles,"” which are dust-
ed off whenever attempts to base theoretical generaliza-
tions on empiricism and impressionism threaten to go
too far. These attitudes are only the reflection of, and
at the same time a changzng camouflage for, looking
at the flght to build the party in isolation from the needs
of the class, a lack of confidence in the party being able
to draw its strength from the struggles that are unfolding
before our eyes. _ ' ‘

It is no accident that the comrades of the En Marcha
tendency express the opinion: "There is no contradiction
in the workers ‘spontaneously turning to syndicalism or
reformism or Stalinist trade unionism, but there would
be, on the other hand, in their turning toward commu-
nism. [It is not noted whether the emphasis is in the orig-
inal or has been added.] Revolutionary ideas must be
brought in from- outside the proletariat in a struggle
against the ideology spontaneously adopted by 'the work-
ers. In the case of the Spanish state, this means against
syndicalism and Stalinism, the principal forms of bour-
geois ideological dominaiice in the working class, con-

‘cepts that can only be ousted through building a rev-

olutionary organization." ("La Liga en Marcha,” p. 14.)
This view coincides with staternents like "the French work-
ing class spontaneously turns toward Stalinism,” which
appeared in a document of the majority tendency at the
First’ Congress_of the Ligue Communiste. The comrades
claim to draw from these statements "Leninist” arguments
defending the need for a party. But in reality all these
arguments point to is the impossibility of building a party.

The comrades say that only "by building a revolution-
ary organization” can the agencies of bourgeois hegemony
over the workers, the reformist leaderships, be dislodged.
But how can we build this organization when the whole
line of reasoning developed by the comrades is the same
as saying that the working élass has the kind of leader-
ships it deserves? How can we impel the class into sup-
porting & program that contradicts its natural tendencies?
How can we "get" this class "to go through the experience”

of a transitional dynamic? How can we build a revo-

lutionary organization when Wwe are at such ‘a terrible
disadvantage vis-a-vis the leaderships that are the nat—
ural” representatlves of the class? )
Putely and simply, they claim, "by building a revolu-
tionary organization." Once the class is equated with its
apparatuses, the only way out left is to build another
apparatus as external to the class as its program. The
objective of this apparatus is to seek "the necessary rela-
tionship of forces to "get" the class to "go through the

experiences” that will make it revolutionary. To counter

the reformist actions carried out by the class, we need to
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"touch off struggles of a revolutionary content." This is
what transitional demands are for.

This apparatus conception of building the organization
is not confined to the comrades of the En Marcha
tendency. The crisis of revolutionary leadership is felt
all the more acutely as the crisis of capitalist society and
Stalinism stretches out and deepens, driving the masses
toward action. This: can promote the idea in the ranks
of the Trotskyists that "there is not the historic time" to

build a party according to the "classical schemas." Over-
coming the gap between the crying objective need for the
revolutionary Marxist program and the capacity of the
Trotskyist movement as an organized force is a formidable
task. The temptation can easily arise to seek "shortcuts"
that by by-passing the need for building the party in the
heat of the mass struggle, open the way for "tactics" to
strengthen the organization and bring about changes in
the relationship of forces with the other apparatuses.

IX. The Place of the Ninth Congress in the History of
" the Fourth International '

In his day, M. Pablo, seeking the shortest way out of
the isolation of the Trotskyist movement, developed a
tactic known as "deep entryism." It was based on the
perspective of the Stalinist bureaucracy "moving to the
left" under an imminent threat of imperialist aggression.
In response to this danger, he thought, the Stalinists .would
promote mass mobilization. This tactic, later extended to
currents like the Bolivian MNR, meant a trajectory of
capitulating to Stalinist and even petty-bourgeois leader-
ships and caused splits and degeneration in the sections
of various countries. \

This did not, as Comrade Weber claimed in his pamphlet
on the AJS, involve a simple "error in analysis” concerning
the prospects for a third world war. The basic reasons
behind adopting this tactic lay in the isolation of the
Fourth International after the second world war; they
reflected the pressure of the dominant political tendencies.
And these pressures were transmitted into the movement
through a process of rectifications that Pablo undertook,
based on an impressionistic analysis of the features that
marked the phase opening at the end of the 1940s.
Extrapolating these superficial features and basing a
theory on this was to lead to a revision of the funda-
mental laws of permanent revolution. The new components
of the situation such as the ebb in proletarian mobiliza-
tions in Europe in the wake of the betrayal of the Stalinist
and Social-Democratic leaderships; the defeat of capitalism
in the East European countries by bureaucratic and
military means; the triumph of the Yugoslav and Chinese
revolutions, giving a powerful impetus to struggles for na-
tional and social liberation in the colonial countries; the
economic advances of the USSR; and finally the belief —
which at that time was very widespread —in an imminent
catastrophic crisis of the capitalist system were interpreted
by Pablo as expressing a shift in the primary contra-
diction. The main contradiction was no longer supposed
to be between the proletariat and the international bour-
geoisie but between imperialism and the Stalinist bureau-
cracy. At least this is the impression we get when he says:
"For our movement objective social reality is represented
essentially by the capitalist system and the Stalinist world.
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For everybody else, like it or not, these two elements are
simply the objective reality, since the overwhelming ma-
jority of the forces opposed to capitalism are at present
led or under the influence of the Soviet bureaucracy.”
("Where Are We Going?") Thus, with a stroke of the pen,
he eliminated the ceaseless conflict between the proletariat
and.its bureaucratic leaderships, a conflict that is demon-
strated in a more or less embryonic form in every one of
the most elementary struggles of the class. The proletariat
is equated with the apparatuses. The world working class
is reduced to being a mere appendage of the CPs and the
Soviet bureaucracy. This is absolutely clear when he says:
"The revolutionary impetus of the masses that have risen
up against imperialism serves to complement the material
and technical forces committed to the struggle against
imperialism.” (Ibid.) "The bureaucracy has ceased to be
organically counterrevolutionary, coming to occupy a
progressive role in the process of transforming capitalist
society into a socialist one,"” a role, moreover, that accord-
ing to Pablo would last "several centuries.”

These conceptions of Stalinism and the relatlonshlp be-
tween the working class and its leaderships were to be
grounds for assuming that, in face of an imminent threat
of the imperialists launching a counterrevolutionary world
war against the USSR, the Soviet bureaucracy and the
CPs would take a "leftist" course. To defend their caste
interests against imperialist attack, the bureaucracy, lack-
ing a social base of its own, would have to rely on the
masses and impel mass mobilizations, thereby producing
a major influx of workers into the CPs. These analyses
called for formulating a new tactic of entry "sui generis"
into "the movement and formations under the influence of
Stalinism" (these formations under "Stalinist influence"
meant the CPs). Although theoretically the axis of "inde-
pendent work” was maintained, the choice of an entryist
orientation by a section demanded that it concentrate all
its efforts on this and reduce to a minimum, if not in fact
abandon, independent revolutionary Marxist activity. In
the previous period of isolation the elements of a formal-
istic conception of the party had crystallized. Underlying
this notion was a separation between the advance of the



struggles through which the proletariat constitutes itself
as a class and the process of building a revolutionary
leadership. All these elements were reinforced by the new
turn. This separation was maintained by extreme ob-
jectivism — the belief that Stalinist and petty-bourgeois lead-
erships would evolve toward revolutionary positions under
the pressure of the objective situation. Pablo set aside the
struggle for building the- party, the conscious and orga-
nized activity of communists in the mass movement, and
substituted a succession of "natural" products of the objec-
tive process. At one time a "natural evolution" toward
revolutionary Marxism was seen in Tito. Later it was
identified in petty-bourgeois movements like the Algerian
FLN. In practice a tendency became rooted of re-
ducing the Trotskyist nuclei engaged in entryism to the
role of pressure groups in the CPs. The expression of
these conceptions that had the gravest implications was
the attitude taken by the International Secretariat toward
the workers and popular insurrection of September 1953
in East Berlin. A letter was published that called for "de-
mocratizing the CPs" at the very moment when the popular
uprising was being repressed by the Kremlin's occupation
troops. This was'a decisive element in forming the political
lines that led the International to an open crisis, which
was revealed by the expulsion of the majority of the
French section a year later. v

In the Reunification Congress in 1963, Pablo's analyses
justifying the entryist tactic adopted at the Third World
Congress in 1951 were dropped. But this did not lead to
the dropping of the tactic itself but to a remodeling of it.
The premise underlying this was that in conditions where
the traditional Stalinist and Social-Democratic organiza-
tions continued to hold the confidence of the great majority
of workers, the first stage of a working-class upsurge in
the imperialist countries, which could not fail to be re-
flected ‘in the traditional organizations, would give rise
to a flowering of left centrist currents. Entryist activity was
supposed to enable the Trotskyists to intervene in the
mass movement, to advance their transitional demands
within it, thereby promoting the creation of left-centrist
currents linked to important sectors of the masses and
winning the best of these tendencies to revolutionary Marx-
ist positions. This required maintaining an independent
sector carrying on propaganda for the whole program.

The principles that determined the entryist tactic were

not in themselves incorrect. Revolutionists cannot stand
aside from the processes of radicalization going on in the
class. Understanding these processes rules out a body of
criticisms based on an abstract and dogmatic conception
of the relationship between the class and its organizations
and their leaderships. In 1934, facing the prospect of a
general upsurge, Trotsky advocated entry into certain
Socialist parties for a certain period of time. According to
him, it was absolutely necessary for the revolutionary
Marxists to accompany the first contingents of radicalized
workers leading a march of the class as a whole, who
necessarily were orienting toward the ranks of ‘the tradi-
tional organizations. This process was reflected in the ap-
pearance of differentiations and the formation of left cur-
rents within the SPs themselves. In such conditions, entry-
ism in the SPs would help to create a pole of revolutionary
regroupment in opposition to the reformist leaderships,
with the perspective of breaking this left wing away from
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these leaderships and winning forces capable of serving
as the basis for forming an independent revolutionary
party.

On the other hand, a prolonged application of the entry-
ist tactic, based on an incorrect analysis of the situation,
could only become an obstacle to progress in building
mass revolutionary parties. It was Comrade Frank who
wrote in the September 1969 internal bulletin of the United
Secretariat "Our Tacti¢cs' in Europe™ ". . . beginning in
1963-64, entryist work in the parties proved inoperative."
[Emphasis added.] But, following this, he writes: "Our
organizations [not the leadership of the Internationall]

. did not raise the question of abandoning this tactic
since in practice no other general tactic was indicated to
replace it." (!!) [The source of these quotes is an IEC
draft resolution published in the same bulletin as Comrade
Frank's report. For an English translation of the two
documents see International Information Bulletin No. 7,
May 1969, and No. 10, July 1969.]

We wonder: How could a tactic for building sections of
the Fourth International that key forces were assigned to
carrying out for long years be simply termed "inoperative"
without any more explanation than that? Doesn't this mean
that precious revolutionary energies were wasted that were
badly needed for building revolutionary parties? Were the
deformations unimportant that led to such a prolonged
application of a tactic in itself so dangerous, a tactic that
above all proved unsuited to the developments of the class
struggle? What conception of building the party underlay
maintaining a tactic that did not correspond to the process
of mass radicalization but was not changed because there
was no other?

The overall failure of the predictions on which the entry—
ist tactic was based was highlighted throughout the decade
of the sixties by the emergence of a broad layer of activists
outside the traditional organizations who reproduced a
whole gamut of centrist and ultraleft positions, as well as
by the radicalization of the student movement outside the
control of the apparatuses. On the other hand, the differen-
tiations that appeared in the CPs were resolved after the
middle of the sixties by important splits in the party youth
organizations. In these conditions, a tactic directed funda-
mentally at impelling the formation of left-centrist currents
inside the CPs and SPs could hardly be the most suited
to extending the influence of Trotskyists among the layer
of activists breaking with Stalinism. It was hardly a tactic
that eould prevent the degeneration of the centrist currents
or their being reabsorbed by the left wing of the ap-
paratuses. It could only favor such a reabsorption or
have a braking effect on splits. It is symptomatic that the
best results of the entryist tactic (the JCR) most urgently
posed the necessity of abandoning it. However, this'was
going to produce a 180-degree political turn toward adopt-
ing a tactic of "initiatives in action” to build sections in
capitalist Europe and a strategy of guerrilla war to build
sections in Latin America.

The Ninth Congréss came on the threshold of a vast
working-class upsurge, certainly the greatest that history
has ever known. The direction in which the class struggle
was developing internationally through the decade of the
sixties indicated that the world revolution was advancing
at the expense of imperialism and the bureaucracy. At
the end of this decade, the eruption of a mass movement



in the imperialist centers themselves and in the degenerated
workers states reflected a complete breakdown of the rela-
tionship of forces established after the second world war.
This gave a stimulus to the struggles in the under-
developed world. It was on these countries that the im-
perialists, with the complicity of the Soviet and Chinese
bureaucracies, later rained their heaviest blows. But the
perspective opened up remains one of growing battles
against exploitation and oppression, goaded on by the
capitalist system. These will pave the way for generalized
forms of struggle into which fresh battalions of workers
will. launch themselves in a series of hardfought engage-
ments, carrying with them all their demands and orga-
nizations. This perspective has been taking form in Europe
since the beginning of the 1960s, with the Belgian general
strike, the Asturias strikes in 1962, the upsurge in Greece
in 1965. ... The May 1968 experience in France, the
1969 workers struggles in Italy, the new rise in struggles
against the Francoist dictatorship starting in 1970, the
battles fought by the Argentinian and Bolivian proletariat,
the strikes of the English workers . . . confirm this general
statement. The climate of "normalization” prevailing in the
bureaucratic dictatorships of the East European coun-
tries after the Czech spring and the Polish -December can-
not long contain the ferment that continues under the
surface, threatening the very heartland of the Soviet
bureaucracy.

This perspective is also outlined by the radicalization of
the youth, which has proceeded a few steps ahead of the
mobilizations and ripening of the workers vanguard.
Although in other places the relationship has not been as
direct as it has generally been in the Spanish state, it is
the change in the relationship of forces between the classes
on a world scale and in each country that has created
the conditions for the student mobilizations. But these ob-
jective conditions cannot by themselves explain how such
processes of radicalization have been able to occur. These
developments would have been impossible without the
intermediary role of political concepts and programs com-
ing frorr1 the working class, although obviously distorted
through 'the prisms of politically petty-bourgeois radicaliz-
ing layers.

In the context of the crisis of the equilibrium established
between imperialism and Stalinism and the general col-
lapse of its weakest links, a broad layer of revolutionary
activists has broken from the reformist apparatuses and
has potentialities for exercising a considerable influence
on sectors of the masses, as well as the students, and for
taking the lead of their mobilizations.

On the other hand, the working class as a whole re-
mains largely under the control of the traditional leader-
ships through the mass organizations they control.
Although these leaderships are being more and more
frequently outflanked by the masses in action, such un-
controlled mobilizations cannot by themselves lead to
major sections of the working class breaking free from
the tutelage of the apparatuses. Nonetheless, this has re-
sulted in a sharpening of internal conflicts within the tra-
ditional organizations that has taken various forms.

Whether the new revolutionary rise culminates in a way
favorable to decisive victories by the world working class
depends on the ability of the communist vanguard to build
a new leadershlp through its intervention in the big class

confrontations that are approaching. The present phase
offers great opportunities for Trotskyists to make advances
in building revolutionary parties. The massive mobiliza-
tions of various oppressed sectors outside the bounds of
reformist politics are throwing up many activists who can
and must be won to revolutionary Marxist positions. But,
on the other hand, the weak base of the Trotskyist organi-
zations in the working class, the consequence, in part,
of the previous political orientation, makes them unable as
yet to offer an alternative leadership to ma]or sectors of
the class.

This situation more than ever requlres the Trotskylsts
to lay out a very clear strategic perspective. The party
can only be built on the basis of securing the dominant
role in society for the working class, the only revolu-
tionary class, or intervening in all other oppressed classes
and strata on the basis of the interests of the working
class. Obviously this perspective must be implemented
through tactics taking into account the uneven processes
of radicalization promoted by the current phase of
sharpening in the ‘general crisis of imperialism and the
bureaucracy. This applies to the student movement, the
barometer of the bourgeois crisis and the weak link in the
armor of the reformist apparatuses. The first question that
must be asked is how to integrate into a plan for over-
coming the crisis of revolutionary leadership, which must
inevitably be centered on an effort to root ourselves in the
class struggles, the present radicalization of other strata
and the intervention of the Trotskylsts in it.

On the other hand, the Ninth Congress posed the ques—
tion in the following different terms: "Either continue a
routine determined by the situation in the traditional mass
organizations and by | the deformed, centrist manifestations
of the revolutionary rise characteristic of the present his-
torical phase of the world revolution; or orient frankly
toward what is most progressive and promising in the
present stage, that is the new young revolutionary van-
guard, and by rapidly strengthening our organizations
on this basis, undertake with better chances of success
the construction of a new leadership.” ("The Place of the
Ninth Congress. . . ," E. Germain.)

After an at least implicit rejection (which was delayed
for some years) of the fundamental analyses of the pre-
vious phase, the analyses that had formed the basis of
the "entryist tactic," the changes that had occurred in the
past decade were taken note of and projected as the per-
spective for the following phase, at the very time when
the processes of the class struggle were reaching new

- stages. Thus, for example, at a time when whole sections
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of the vanguard were completing their disillusioning and
catastrophic experience with Guevarist and Debrayist posi-
tions, a "strategy of guerrilla warfare” was adopted. An-
other case in point was the underestimation of the factors
stimulating a working-class upsurge and the overestima-
tion of the supposed omnipotent control of the reformist —
especially Stalinist —leaderships over the present rise of
proletarian struggles in the imperialist countries. (This
overestimation  of the power of the reformist apparatuses
is reflected in the great majority of the Ligue Communiste
documents since 1969-70, as for example in Bulletin No.
30.) Of greater gravity, as we see it, regardless of the con-
ditions and perspectives opening up, is the shifting of the
main axis of intervention for Trotskyists away from win-



ning a foothold in the working class, which is possible
today by turning to mass work —and instead setting out
to win the "new vanguards,” inasmuch as they offer better
possibilities for "building. an organization” which in an-
other phase could be turned toward the worker and popu-
lar masses. Moreover, this "new vanguard" also requires
a new type of activity by the sections of the Fourth Inter-
national. We were supposed to be going into a phase when
in a broader movement of a mass character we would be
able to take "revolutionary initiatives and demonstrate in
practice” that a revolutionary orientation was possible
and effective. This was the price of being able to become
a pole of attraction in the new mass vanguard and win
hegemony within it. This vanguard would never be won
by ideas and programs alone. It would be won by ideas
and programs incorporated in organizations capable of
demonstrating the value of these concepts by the actions
they lead. :

What demonstrating the value of revolutionary Marxist
positions in practice through "revolutionary initiatives,”
becoming a "pole of attraction,” etc., etc., meant concretely
was undertaking a guerrillaist course in Latin America
in which "the technical preparation cannot be conceived
merely as one of the aspects of the revolutionary work,
but as the fundamental aspect. . . ." ["Resolution on Latin
America," Intercontinental Press, July 14, 1969, p. 720.]
Guerrilla warfare, moreover, was to be "the principal axis
for a whole period . . . even if at the start the attempt
may seem to have come from abroad or to be uni-
lateral. . . ." [Ibid.]

In Europe this meant concentrating all the efforts of the
sections on taking advantage of the readiness and mili-
tancy of radicalized youth in line with the policy of "build-
ing the organization" according to an "initiativist" line of
action designed to differentiate ourselves politically. This
has led to separating the workers struggles from those of
the radicalized youth through the absence of any strategic
links between the two and especially through the failure to
integrate these struggles into the framework of a united
front policy conceived of as a general orientation. This
involves compartmentalizing the student struggles them-
selves, whose general political projection is reduced to serv-
ing as the "mass base" for the key aims of the organiza-
tion and keeping the student radicalization from falling
into the hands of the reformists and spontaneists. It seems
doubtful that any real gains are being made in winning
a solid working-class base. But in the not very distant
future this will make our base in the student milieu itself
precarious.

But the issue is much broader. Today the new middle
classes, the poor peasantry, and the traditional petty bour-
geoisie are awakening to struggle. The drawing away
of these sectors is opening major fissures in the already
shaken bourgeois stability. This process is producing
legions of activists who are essential to building the party.
None of these currents can achieve their progressive as-
pirations except through the political program commu-
nists fight for. But in trying to broaden and radicalize
them, revolutionists cannot overlook the political and ideo-
logical content that runs through them. Thus, for example,
entire sections of militants produced by the radicalization
of the new middle classes may move from a rapid break
with reformism to a neo-Narodnik solution. This is almost
an international phenomenon. It goes back to another
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international phenomenon, the lack of a proletarian leader-
ship with mass influence. In order to integrate the struggle
of these strata into the process of building a revolutionary
party of the working class, communists must take a stand
against all neo-Narodnik policies and ideologies. This is
the prerequisite for consolidating the healthiest part of the
vanguard of the old and new petty-bourgeois strata on the
basis of an alliance with the revolutionary proletariat
and an adherence to its objectives and its methods. Or,
on the other hand, are we projecting a new version of the
"dialectic of sectors of intervention” aimed now at exploiting
the "military capacities” of the new middle strata and giv-
ing them the leadership to cover up their neo-Narodnik
course with a revolutionary Marxist coloration? This is
the perspective that seems to flow from some of the posi-
tions expressed in the current discussion in the Ligue
Communiste ( Bulletin No. 30).

We are not unaware that transmitting centrist or ultra-
left pressures into our organization is a risk we are going
to have to run if we want to work with these milieus.
The only guarantee against such a danger is a policy
of strengthening the position of the proletariat, a united
front policy flowing from the need to prepare the class
and its vanguard for the coming confrontations and which
puts its struggles at the center of the revolt of the other
oppressed sectors. In order to prepare for the rise of
workers and popular struggles, which they saw as in-
evitable despite a series of past defeats, and to correct
the ultraleftist deviations that had appeared in the inter-
national communist vanguard itself, Lenin and Trotsky
waged a dogged struggle in support of the united front
policy, developing a whole body of teachings on this
subject that goes from The Infantile Disorder to the doc-
uments of the Third and Fourth Congresses of the Com-
munist International. We cannot say that the International
has attempted anything like this on the eve, as it is, of
vast and decisive mass mobilizations.

Comrade Germain explains that the "turn" of the Ninth
Congress "represented a need profoundly felt by cadres
and militants no matter in what geographical area they
are active." And we think that he is right. The funda-
mental area of work for the majority of the European
sections is the radicalized youth milieu. The sections with
the most weight came out of this milieu, and this is the
origin of their young leaderships (including ours). The
new orientation defined as giving priority to winning
the "mew vanguard" and consciously restricting the work
that is possible as of today in establishing a foothold
in main sectors of the working class has reinforced the
pressure exerted by ultraleft tendencies from outside and
even from inside the Fourth International.

The kind of activity promoted by the orientation of
the Ninth Congress conflicts with the theoretical and po-
litical heritage of the Trotskyist movement.

A prolonging and deepening of the course undertaken
can only lead to a revision of our historic theoretical
and political principles. The Maoism-Trotskyism-Castro-
ism (!) of the PRT (Combatiente) is only one example.
But we need not go so far afield. While the majority of
the United Secretariat denies that the "new course" of "guer-
rilla strategy"” in Latin American conflicts with building
revolutionary parties on the basis of the Transitional
Program, this is precisely the meaning of developments



already in process in ‘sections such as the Ligue Com-
muniste. Bulletin No. 30 of the Ligue leaves no room
for doubt. The authors of this document have the merit
of formulating in a consistent way the theoretical and
political roots of the turn of the Ninth Congress. Thus,
they say that Hansen is right as against Maitan when
he says that an organization is not built independently
of its strategy but on the basis of its strategy. So, the
conclusion they reach is that "if we speak of an orien-
tation of armed struggle and more precisely of guerrilla
warfare in the case of Latin America, this fact affects
the whole process of building the party." That is, for
these comrades, it is not the "neo-Trotskyist" strategy of
guerrilla warfare that must be put in question but build-
ing the party according to the "paleo-Trotskyist" method
of the Transitional Program.

It is beginning to become clear that the ultraleft course
is heading into a blind alley on all fronts. In Latin Amer-
ica the impasse of the PRT-ERP is evident, as well as
the fruitlessness of the conceptions that impelled a hand-
ful of activists in the Bolivian POR to try to organize
a guerrilla struggle jointly with the ELN, not believing
that increased opportunities could develop for Trotsky-
ists to work openly and gain a base among the worker
and popular masses. These possibilities were exploited
by the Stalinists or by opportunists of the Lora type.
The POR's attempts to make a partial and hasty rec-
tification of its line at the last minute under Torres could
not make up for the time and energies lost (cf. "The Les-
sons of Bolivia,” by Anibal Lorenzo).

In capitalist Europe not only is the LCR in crisis but
various sections are experiencing new difficulties. The
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empirical rectifications of the line of the Ninth Congress
are becoming completely insufficient. Although in our
country the En Marcha tendency aspires to be a model
for future developments with its discovery of a united
front "tactic" that starts off by conjuring away the main
axes of a class-struggle line, the driving force in unifying
the workers struggles, which is possible only on the basis
of working-class political independence — axes that could
be driven like a wedge into the contradictions of Stalinism.
Thus, the class united front, the unvarying strategic orien-
tation of revolutionary Marxists, implemented by various
tactics depending on conjunctural factors, is being com-
bated in the name of a unity of apparatuses supposedly
made possible by the correlation of forces among them.

We state, as the central conclusion to be drawn from
our crisis, that the strategy of building the party in a
struggle to mobilize the workers through transitional de-
mands is the strategic objective by whose achievement
the Trotskyists will be judged "on the historic scale.” But
this is also the only means by which today we can and
must win to Trotskyism in practical daily struggle the
broad layer of militants that this first stage of the rev-
olutionary rise .is impelling toward a break with reform-
ism and Stalinism, a process that is being blocked and
diverted by the centrist and ultraleftist by-products that
Stalinism is generating in its death agony, as a result
of the terrible political regression it has inflicted on the
world workers movement.

Signed: CRL, CRM, DAN, JUL, MTN, S, TR, SIM, JQ.

October 18, 1972



BUILDING THE LCR,
SPANISH SECTION OF THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL

I The LCR, Spanish Section of the Fourth International

The present struggle of tendencies has become more
and more centered on the question of building the party
and the International. The "Encrucijada" tendency has
presented the organization — and above all those members
who have most recently joined —with a view of interna-
tionalism whose semblance to reality never goes beyond
caricature. On the basis of this, it has been developing
conceptions (orally for the moment) that gravely com-
promise the fundamental acquisitions of the organization.
We therefore feel it necessary to review the principal stages
through which our international conception has been
forged, indicate what concrete steps are to be taken today,
and point out the (immediate) grave dangers that mark
the positions of the "Encrucijada" tendency. On the basis
of the written documents promised for the Congress, we
expect that the positions of "Encrucijada” will be defined
more precisely through the debate itself.

1. The Comunismo Group and Its Conception of the In-
ternational o

The nucleus of militants who formed the Comunismo
group rapidly acquired a correct understanding of the
principles concerning the party and the International,
differentiating them from all the others aiming to build
a party in Spain. For the Comunismo group, the achieve-
ment of the historic objectives of the proletariat—the de-
struction of the bourgeois state and installation of the
dictatorship of the proletariat in the form of a soviet
republic that would open the period of transition to social-
ism — could not be achieved without the construction of
a revolutionary part capable of leading the working class
and the exploited masses to the seizure of power. But
this party could only be conceived as a section of a revo-
lutionary international, since in the imperialist epoch the
rebuilding of a revolutionary movement in Spain is con-
ditioned by the conjuncture of the class struggle on a
world level, i.e., an interdependency exists between the
various sectors of the world revolution. For this reason
it would be impossible to conceive of a national strategy
outside the framework of an international strategy and,
therefore, pf a national party that was not the Spanish
section of a revolutionary international.

Nevertheless, this conception of fundamentally correct
principles was still abstract and allowed for many op-
portunist interpretations. The Comunismo group took a
road towards a theoretic but nonmilitant version of these
principles.

Faced with the problem of what international to build,
it abandoned the sphere of concrete analysis of the pro-
grams of the internationals now existing, which would
have been the only method enabling it to express its agree-

ment or disagreement with the organizations advancing
these programs and thus deciding if the building of an
international should take place through one of these orga-
nizations or if it was necessary to formulate a new pro-
gram and build a new international.

The Comunismo group's alternative remained theoretical
because it abandoned the sphere of concrete analysis in
order to dedicate itself to "intervening" in the history of
the workers' movement, so that at each historic moment
it had to distinguish between the correct alternatives and
the incorrect ones, in this way uncovering the "red threat"
of revolutionary Marxism from Marx's time to the present.
This would enable it to make a "scientific" choice of one
of the present currents. At the same time, it was a non-
militant choice since theory was not seen as a tool for
the practical revolutionary transformation of society, but
as a preliminary step —whose outcome it was impossible
to determine precisely —justifying a waiting attitude in
the class struggle. The practical consequences of this posi-
tion could only be opportunist, since, when the class strug-
gle demanded intervention, the Comunismo group could
only offer empirical answers (AEG intervention, etc.), thus
reflecting the sectarian and ultraleft character shared by the
whole far left at that time.

The Comunismo group gave up this opportunist position
after two discussions involving different tendencies, the
result of which was its transformation into the LCR, sym-
pathizing organization of the Fourth International,
through which it consciously abandoned the centrist camp
to adhere to revolutionary Marxism.

In the first tendency discussion, at the time orga-
nizational relations were established with the Fourth Inter-
national, a minority that favored continuing the road
taken by Comunismo faced a majority that defined itself
through the programmatic theses of the Fourth Interna-
tional ‘and through intervention in the class struggle in
conformity with these theses. The tendencies were reab-
sorbed, for the moment, as a result of the minority's
agreement with this alternative and its inability to develop
a different international position.

Nevertheless, the organizational affiliation of the Comu-
nismo group was unable to prevent a crisis caused by
sectarian and ultraleft positions resulting from its pre-
vious history. And it became worse when the struggles
against the War Council of Burgos resulted in a quali-
tative leap in the class struggle. The second tendency
discussion within the Comunismo group was the expres-
sion of the crisis caused by these positions. The majority

' tendency tried to overcome the crises by deepening its
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understanding of the programmatic theses of the Fourth
International, and especially the analyses of the Ninth
World Congress. The minority tendency, made up of those



comrades who had played the most significant role in the
previous minority, sought to overcome them through the
theses of the OT, and to this end invoked the "formal”
character of the earlier affiliation to the Fourth Interna-
tional (which it too, had accepted). In these documents
we have already explained our self-criticism —in the
beginning a rigid and sectarian attitude that facilitated and
accelerated the Lambertist evolution of some comrades
whose first positions were very closely tied to the solu-
tion of concrete problems raised by our intervention
(minority actions, independent activity by the organiza-
tion, united front, etc.); later a bureaucratic attitude lead-
ing to their expulsion and through this to ending the
discussion. ‘

These self-criticisms cannot, however, obscure the pro-
found character of the Lambertist split. Once the theoreti-
cal and nonactivist option on the international question
was rejected, the solution of the strategic and tactical
problems of the Spanish revolution could only be con-
sidered by the members of Comunismo in relation to
one of the programs already existing on the international
level, and therefore in relation to an international organi-
zation. If the class struggle is the test of an organiza-
tion, the intervention of the Fourth International and
the OT in May 1968 and of the LCR and the Aurora
group in Spain in Burgos are small examples that suffice
to confirm the profound differences separating us from
the Lambertist nucleus.

2. The LCR and Its Decision to Join the Fourth Inter-
national

In the present debate, the "Encrucijada" tendency has
raised the question of our "formal" affiliation to the Fourth
International. We are absolutely unable to agree with this
characterization. For this reason we have to review what
the character of our affiliation was, and show its correct-
ness and fruitfulness.

In the first place, our affiliation was based on the pro-
grammatic theses of the Fourth International, i.e., on its
analysis of the dialectic of the three sectors of the world
revolution and the tasks they raise for revolutionary
Marxists. Our affiliation especially took into account the
theses of the Reunification Congress and of the Ninth
World Congress, since a militant affiliation requires basing
oneself on the concrete situation and the present tasks of
the revolutionary Marxists, in order to deal with them in
practice. However, our program was not based solely on
the theses of the Ninth World Congress. Our basic princi-
ples as a whole, our fundamental program, is contained
in the basic documents of revolutionary Marxism, in the
first four congresses of the Communist International, in the
programmatic documents of the Left Opposition and the
Fourth International. It is this program as a whole that
defines the Fourth International and that we based our
affiliation on.

Today it is clear that the LCR understood part of this
fundamental program pdorly or superficially. Specifically,
it was incapable of utilizing this program to correctly de-
fine the tasks of revolutionary Marxists in Spain on a
series of points. Various political errors, revealed mainly
in the perpetuation of sectarian and ultraleft features, re-
sulted from this.
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An organization must be conscious of its errors and
must analyze their objective roots in order to correct
them. However, we don't believe that an organization
can exist without making errors. It is a question of their
not being serious and, in any case, that they be corrected
rapidly. One has to judge the method of building the LCR
from this point of view. It is a question of analyzing its
intervention in the struggle, of determining the gravity
of the errors committed, of examining the methods it has
used to correct them, and of determining if it has been
able to progressively reduce the margin of error and in-
crease its ability to correct them. We have converted our
programmatic affiliation into an active intervention in the
class struggle, in which we have occupied a vanguard
position in all the important struggles (election boycott,
construction strike, SEAT, IMENASA, student struggles,
Ferrol, etc.). If, in these conditions, the "Encrucijada"
comrades, after their "critical review,” could speak of the
LCR's "centrism," it only goes to show how far the spirit
of a sect has become embedded. A sect, having developed
an abstract view of the class struggle, judges the fighters
who intervene in it in the light of the "special features”
defining the sect itself (in this case its conception of the
united front) —if the fighters reflect these "special features”
they are revolutionary Marxists; if not, they are centrists.
The real relationship between these "special features" and
the class struggle is, for them, a secondary matter.

It was in consequence of the tasks arising in our active
intervention that we undertook the discussion and elabora-
tion that enabled us to overcome a series of errors. A
determinant role in this has been played, not only by our
relationship to revolutionary Marxism (which the debate
forced us to understand more clearly), but by our organic
relations with the Fourth International. A short review
of our main corrections makes that clear.

3. Errors and Corrections

On the strategic plane the discussions became centered
on the overthrow of the dictatorship. The analyses of the
Fourth International ("Twilight of Francoism,” and the
recent editorial in Quatriéme Internationale), and the dis-
cussions concerning them, were decisive in grasping how
the crisis of Francoism opened a process of permanent
revolution without the need to resort to erroneous concep-
tions holding that the overthrow of the dictatorship was
necessarily linked to the immediate installation of the
dictatorship of the proletariat.

Intimately connected with this perspective was the ques-
tion of the slogans the revolutionary Marxists should
put forward to mobilize the masses against private prop-
erty and the bourgeois state. The LCR in its discussions
had maintained positions in which . . . [line missing] . . .
remained toned down and in its place gave an exaggerated
importance to slogans of the radical democratic type (revo-
lutionary constituent councils). Here too the discussion
with the Fourth International (see the interview with the
Spanish Commission) was what made possible an un-
derstanding of the episodic and conjunctural character
of democratic slogans of this type in the mobilization
of the masses and of the need, right now, to put forward
transitional slogans intimately related to the struggle of
the masses for their deepest felt demands.



With respect to the Workers Commissions, the Fourth
International took a critical position toward our ultra-
left analysis of them. The different organizational rela-
tions prevented holding discussions with the necessary
rapidity. It was also in documents of the Fourth Interna-
tional that the relation between these unitary organiza-
tions of working-class self-defense in all spheres, and the
overthrow of the dictatorship and the appearance of
organs of dual power was posed. (See Jebracq's docu-
ment and the one by the Spanish Commission.)

Regarding the analysis of the Spanish Communist Party
[PCE] and the far left, the contribution of the Fourth
International was decisive in overcoming the catastrophic
straight-line view of the PCE's decomposition, making
it possible to understand the specific character of its crisis
through analysis of the PCE's relations with the Soviet
bureaucracy, its utopian Freedom Pact Program, and the
weakness of its organizational control over a very comba-
tive movement of the masses in which the slogans of the
far left are beginning to find a wide audience. (See the
interview with the Spanish Commaission.)

Through the Fourth International's intervention we have
been ‘able to redefine the tactical axes of the building
of the League, orienting our intervention toward the de-
velopment of united front activities intimately linked with
our strategic perspective (see the G. and M paper). The
united front question, which was the central point in the
debate with the Lambertists, was not taken by us, how-
ever, as an opportunity to reduce the differences of opinion
with them, but rather to better understand the opportunist
character of the "united front strategy” which, stumbling
along under Stalinist leadership, leads to weakening the
revolutionary wing of the proletariat, in contrast to the
objective of the united front tactic as Lenin and Trotsky
understood and applied: it. ’

In short, the correction of the League s errors, which
has at times called for greater capacity to make the prin-
ciples of revolutionary Marxism::come alive in Spain, is
only explained through our programmatic affiliation-with
the Fourth International and by its intervention in our
development. If we were unable to correct many errors
previously, this was in large meéasure because of the weak-
ness of our ties to the Fourth International, a consequence
of the International’'s still too weak centralizatlon

"E'ncrucz]ada 's” Positions

Obviously the comrades of "Encrucijada” do not share
our opinion. We can distinguish two phases in their po-
sitions. The first phase, which seems to have already
ended, was characterized by an emphasis on the "na-
tional point of view" and by the tendency's conversion
into a circle within the LCR. The second phase, still con-
fused because of the lack of documents, strikes us as
fraught with major opportunist dangers.

In the first place, the comrades of "Encrucijada" base
their fight in opposition to the tactical axes that have
characterized the intervention of the LCR in the previous
period. The crisis of these axes was evident to everyone,
but the tendencies have taken different directions to re-
solve it The comrades of "Encrucijada” see in them the
consequences of the "follower" attitude of the LCR lead-
ership, labeling it the "Fourth International's adminis-
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trator.”" According to this view, the leadership, renounc-
ing its tasks of elaboration, patched up certain theses of
the Ninth World Congress ("on the French pattern") and
applied them abusively to the conditions in Spain where,
owing to the advance of the prerevolutionary situation,
they had no validity. The elaborations concerning the
united front in the light of the "national situation" ought
to have resolved the LCR's problems and at the same' time
ought to have been a beacon for the rest of the Fourth
International's European sections. -

The comrades of "Encrucijada” moved in the direction
of reversing the real relations that the LCR and the Fourth
International had maintained up. to that time, and that
had made the correction of our previous errors possible.
Revolutionary theory —at least for Europe—would be
worked out in that section where the class struggle was
most advanced. The International as a whole would learn
from the LCR, which would develop the united front theory
left incomplete by Trotsky, not sufficiently developed by
the Fourth International, and now claimed by "Encru-
cijada" as its own.

This - reversal of the correct relationship between the
whole and the parts, which represented a retreat to the
"national point of view," reached its logical conclusion
in the "Encrucijada" tendency's recent interest in narrow-
ing its organizational relations through international con-
tacts with the Fourth International to those which would
lead to "informing but not having to discuss,”

A little later, the leaders of the tendency took another
step in the internal logic of their "national” view. It had
not yet been brought out that the Political Bureau of
the LCR was a poor "administrator” of the United Sec-
retariat's positions, but rather that the very positions
themselves of this body on the international plane were
incorrect. These positions, which in reality were already
reached by July, and which signified a fundamental mod-
ification of the initial documents of the tendency and would
have placed the debate on an international level, have
not as yet been written down. This has not lessened the
irresponsibility of "Encrucijada’s” leaders, who could lav-
ish adjectlves like "revisionism" and "Pabloxsm on the
United Secretariat and the Fourth International without
having to bother about concretely specifying their dif-
ferences with the United Secretariat and through this carry
out their responsibilities in an international debate.

This attitude, combined with the deprecation and aban-
donment of intervention in the class struggle in some
areas, and a distorted concept of "democratic centralism,”
have been enough to convert the "Encrucijada" tendency
into a "circle" within the LCR, in the words of its own
leaders. A circle is characterized by a situation where
any political opinion may be put forward in the most
irresponsible manner without having any practical con-
sequences either in the intervention in the class struggle
or in the internal functioning of the organization that
must carry out the intervention. The main leaders of
the "Encrucijada” tendency seem to have turned against
this state of affairs and to have abandoned their own
tendency. But aren't they the ones who, by their attitude
toward the Fourth International, bear the major respon-
sibility ?



5. "Encrucijada’s " Way out

Having reached the point of becoming a circle, it is
not strange that-a series of comrades seek a new basis
for their own tendency, and that sanctioned by the irres-
ponsible attitude of their leaders towards the Fourth In-
ternational and the LCR, and defending the concept of
the united front as the fundamental strategic axis, they
seek- a possible way out in the OCI.. These comrades
contended that they had made. a self-criticism of their own
positions.” We think, however, that the organization as
a whole should have the right to know specifically which
of their documents the comrades submitted to self-criticism.

The positions of the comrades who have constituted
the "Encrucijada No. 2" tendency are not much more
eneouraging. The Central Committee has been called upon
to recognize a new tendency without first being able to
familiarize itself with the group's platform. The main
leader of this tendency is capable  of placing before the
Central Commiittee's membership what he judges to need
elaboration by his tendency. Another leading comrade is
capable of stating his agreement with the framework of the
Fourth International at the same time he characterizes this
organization as "centrist.” : ’

“"The data ' as a whole does ‘not make it possible for

us to politically characterize the new tendency. But the’

organization of a new circle worries us. We think the
organization, having had one experience in this field,
must not permit two. It is necessary to ask these com-
rades for a precise political definition of their differences
with both the United Secretariat of the Fourth Interna-
tional . and the "En Marcha" tendency. We demand that
they spell out precisely which positions of the old "En-
crucijada” tendency they retain and which they don't,
as well as a self-criticism of their positions regarding
the class struggle, the LCR, and the Fourth International
which led their degeneration into a circle.

"This  is the only way the new tendency can fulfill jts
responsibilities on the national and international levels.

6. Our Positions With Respect to the Fourth International

Our principled position with respect to the Fourth Inter-
national needs no repetition. We support the programmatic
theses of the Fourth International. We agreed with the
resolutions. of the Ninth World Congress and we intend

i
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to employ them in militant intervention in the class strug-
gle. Our principled attitude does not mean we don't recog-
nize errors by the Fourth International and don't try to
correct them. But we have already explained that we are
not partisans of reconstructing ideal histories without
errors or zig-zags, but rather that we place much more
value in the ability to correct these errors, in the effort
to place oneself effectively in the vanguard of the world
proletariat. The specific debate we propose that the LCR
hold in preparation for the Tenth World Congress will
be the occasion for us to make our contribution to the
analysis of the world situation, to the definition of the
tasks of the revolutionary Marxists and the methods best
adapted to carry them out.

An .indispensable condition for active intervention in
this elaboration.is the maintenance of a militant position
with respect to the class struggle. The class struggle in
Spain represents the most advanced point of maturation
of a prerevolutionary situation in Europe. But only
through a militant intervention can we accomplish the tasks
that the European revolution and the building of the
Fourth International demand of us. These tasks are not
solely national — the councils of Burgos already showed
potential and effectiveness of the international movement,
which the advance of the revolution will only heighten.
Moreover international campaigns like Burgos, Vietnam,
Bolivia, etc., are not only needed for the international mo-
bilization against imperialism, but as a requisite for educa-
tion of an international vanguard and the LCR itself.

In order to be up to the level of the tasks the world
situation places before the revolutionary Marxists, to be
able first to centralize the programmatic elaboration and
then progressively intervene at this level, an important
step forward is needed in the centralization of the Fourth
International. We do not believe that we must work out
the program in the "national context” in order to project
it on to the international level. We believe it is necessary
to integrate the analysis of the "national context” within
the totality of the international situation, which can only
be done through a strong international center. For the
same reason, we don't believe the strengthening of the
center must wait for the development of the "national"
parties, but rather that success in building national sec-
tions depends in great part on the ability to build an
international center which is up to the present tasks.




II. Party Building,

Program,

and Intervention in the

Movement

1. Our adherence to the Fourth International is based
on- agreement with the programmatic documents which
define it, meaning it is based on a common analysis
of the current state of imperialism on a world scale, and
on the understanding of the tasks of revolutionary
Marxists. Without this, the development and application
of national strategy and tactics is impossible. But our
adherence to the Fourth International does not solve the
diverse tasks raised by the specific national situation, al-
though, as we have explained before, the intervention of
the Fourth International in defining a correct strategy
and tactics for the League is decisive. We wonf’attempt
to repeat here the analysis of the tasks posed by the over-
throw of the dictatorship and the opening of a process
of permanent revolution, since we have done this in other
documents (see the last two parts of the Political Bureau
document). We must deal with the most precise problem,
the measures that the LCR, the revolutionary Marxist
vanguard Trepresenting the historic interests of the prole-
tariat, should carry out in order to win the masses to its
politics and lead them to the destruction of the bourgeois
state and the establishment of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. We must deal with the relationship that exists
between the intervention of the LCR in the concrete strug-
gles Of the class, in its preparation for future battles, and
in the defense at all times and in all places of the prole-
tariat's interests as a whole by the revolutionary Marx-
ist vanguard. This way of looking at the question brings
us directly to the question of the Transitional Program

2. The Social Democracy, which developed in the epoch
of rising capitalism, divided its program into two parts:
the minimum program, which consists of a series of re-
forms to be carried out within the framework of capitalism;
and the maximum program, which makes the substitu-
tion of socialism for capitalism possible at some in-
determinate time in the future. There was no link whatso-
ever between these two programs. On a day-to-day basis
the Social Democracy fought for the elementary demands
of the working class, not without some success, and while
still claiming that the definitive liberation of the prole-
tariat would only come through socialism, which in this
schema constituted the far horizon of the struggles. When
capitalism entered its phase of decline, when it could no
longer be a question of systematic social reforms, the
Social Democracy was transformed into social imperial-
ism. Since the defense of these demands was impossible
without overstepping the limits of capitalist property and
the bourgeois state, and since for the Social Democracy
socialism was only a word for holidays, the Social
Democracy transformed itself mto the best defender of
the bourgeois state.

3. The Third International's Stalinist dégeneration, after
numerous zig-zags, led, in the popular front tactic, to
programmatic conceptions that were basically similar to
those of primitive Social Democracy. The theorizing since
the second imperialist war about a "new democracy" and
"political and social democracy" have only consolidated
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and systematized these reformist concepts. Thus Santiago
Carillo centers his party's activity on economic and social
demands of the workers that are limited enough to be
granted by a provisional government, which will open
the era of democracy and will gradually transform itself
into socialism. In this policy, not only is the achievement
of socialism compromised, but also the very satisfaction
of the partial demands of the workers.

4. The Fourth International, the continuator of the Third
International under Lenin and Trotsky's leadership, un-
compromisingly denounces all these reformist frauds. In
the epoch of the decline of capitalism, to the extent that
these partial and systematic reforms are -possible, the
task of the revolutionary Marxists is to mobilize the
masses to take power as the central task of the present
period, as the pre{equisite for winning real and durable
gains.

However, this does not mean that the workers cannot
wrest partial con¢essions from capitalism or at least defeat
capitalism's continual attacks on the masses' standard of
living.

5. This outlook has nothing to do with propagandlsm,
which would limit itself to preaching about its final ob-
jectives within the classes. This is the characteristic of
propagandistic sects and of ultraleftism.

The task of the revolutionary Marxists is to.mobilize
the masses for the seizure of power, and to do this they
must develop the concrete struggles of thée proletariat,
which is the only way'to lead the proletariat to fight for
its final objectives. The characteristic feature of the present:
epoch is not for the revolutionary party t6 w1thdraw from
the day-to-day struggle, but for it to develop an indisolu-
ble link between the day-to-day struggle and the tasks of
the revolution.

6. The masses can only learn through action. Therefore
the revolutionary Marxists must formul»ate demands flow-
ing from the deepest felt needs of the broad masses and
defend these demands through mass struggles, without
being concerned with whether or not these demands are
compatible with the capitalist system. But because the
elementary demands of the masses at all times face putre-
fying capitalism’s destructive tendencies, the revolutionary
Marxists formulate a system of transitional demands that
begin with the present conditions and present conscious-
ness of broad layers of the Workmg class, and that in-
variably lead to a single conclusion: the conquest of power
by the proletariat. The goal of these transitional demands
is to help the masses, through their daily struggle, to find
the bridge between their present demands and the program
of the socialist revolution.

7. By its very nature, the program that the revolution-
ary Marxists put forward must be codified in light of
the dynamics of the struggle. It always goes beyond the
minimum program advanced by the reformists and cen-
trists. It pushes the struggle forward through "a system
of demands that as a whole weaken the strength of the
bourgeoisie, organize the proletariat, and constitute stages
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in the struggle for the proletarian: dictatorship, and each
of which gives specific expression to a need of the broad
masses, even if these masses do not yet consciously identify
themselves with the dictatorship of the proletariat.

"To the extent that the struggle for these demands em-
braces .and mobilizes ever broader masses, to the extent
that this struggle counterposes the vital needs of the masses
to the vital needs of capitalist society, ‘the working class
will become conscious of the fact that if it wants to live,
capitalism must die. This realization must lead to its
willingness to fight for the dictatorship. The task of the
Communist parties is to broaden the struggles which de-
velop in the name of these concrete demands, to deepen
them and link them together." (Third Congress of the
Communist International, "Thesis on Tactics.")

8. In order to do mass work the LCR must now lay out
a program of action (see the form in the Political Bu-
reau document), which it advances through agitation and
propaganda, and which is always linked to initiatives
in action, even though in many cases these can only at-
tract a broad vanguard. Because of the specific develop-
ment of Spanish capitalism, of the dictatorship, and the
extent of the mass movement's development, this action
program of the LCR must combine economic and demo-
cratic demands with transitional slogans and socialist
themes in order to establish a bridge between the present
conditions and level of consciousness of broad layers
of the working class and the seizure of power. But neither
the social reforms nor the democratic slogans can be
placed incidentally in our program as a means of mo-
blhzmg the masses. In the course of struggle, these slo-
gans  are [replaced?—WOrd missing] with transitional
slogans to guide the proletarlat to the seizure of power.
In the course of the mobilization they must be replaced
by others,. which are more advanced, in order to pre-
serve the transitional and profoundly dynamic character
of the program.

9. The development of a transitional dynamic is not
"spontaneous” or "automatic.” In its struggles, the working
class does not "spontaneously” develop transitional slo-
gans capable of leading it to the revolutionary seizure
of power. Without the building of the revolutionary party,
the weight of bourgeois 1deology and the influence of the
bureaucratic apparatuses continue to dominate the work-
ing class. Transitional demands are not a substitute or
shortcut for this task. They only make it pos51ble to carry
it out ,‘effectlvely In fact, the introduction of transitional
demands in the proletariat's struggle requires. a revolu-
tionary Marxist vanguard which, due to its Marxist under-
standing of reality, can develop a system of demands that
fit the concrete situation, can spread these demands among
the advanced workers and masses through its propaganda
and agitation, and can incorﬁoi'ate at least an important
portion of these advanced workers into its ranks. The
revolutionary Marxist vanguard must be able to win
enough prestige and authority among the workers to
assume the leadership of the masses during generalized
struggles, which require that the revolutionary Marxist
organization be able, at least at certain times and in
certain places, to carry out actions that serve as models
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to show the workers in practice the effectiveness of rev-
olutionary Marxist politics and organization.

In this way then, setting a transitional dynamic into
motion presupposes the existence of a revolutionary Marx-
ist organization, the combat arm of the proletarian van-
guard, which shows the masses the correct road and
which, placing itself at their head, organizes their struggles.

10. There is no a priori answer to when a demand
in the revolutionary Marxist program should be developed
in a propagandistic form, an agitational form or through
practical campaigns in action. It depends on the objec-
tive situation and on the mood of the masses. The party,
through its propaganda and agitation, establishes a dia-
logue with the masses, gauges their mood and helps to
change it by educating the masses in the present and
future requirements of the class struggle. When a slogan,
which has been the subject of propaganda and agitation
among the masses, begins to find a broad echo among
them, the party is obligated to throw forces into the strug-
gle around the slogan, with the goal of making it come
alive in the class struggle, placing it on a higher lever,
closer to the revolutionary struggle for power.

11. Owing to the very nature of a transitional program,
revolutionary Marxists cannot restrict themselves to solely
publicizing and developing it within the vanguard and
the masses. Such a practice could only be opportunist.

Trotsky had already noted that the Transitional Pro-
gram adopted at the founding congress of the Fourth
International was not a complete program: "We don't
speak here about the social revolution, of the seizure
of power by insurrection, the transformation of capitalist
society into the dictatorship, the dictatorship into the so-
cialist society. This [the Transitional Program] brings
the reader only to the doorstep. It is a program for ac-
tion from today until the beginning of the socialist rev-
olution." '

Therefore we say, on the one hand, that the Transi-
tional Program does not, by itself, constitute our funda-
mental program, the whole of our basic principles. - '

But these basic principles cannot remain a dead letter,
like an academic delimitation without any 1nﬂueh¢e on
the activity of the party. On the contrary, all the’ mem-
bers of the party must be well grounded in these prin-
ciples, as one of the prerequisites —among others—for
developing a program of transitional demands and to
be able to open a path from the doorstep to the dictator-
ship' of the proletariat and the building of socialism.
Around these objectives the revolutionary Marxist orga-
nization must develop systematic propaganda, converting
it into the perspective of all its struggles. Constant ideo-
logical struggle in defense of these principles against all
reformist and centrist currents is another irrevocable task.

The struggle to put forward a program of transitional
demands is essential for the revolutionary mobilization
of the masses, but does not eliminate the need for prior
tasks, but rather rests on them. It it were carried out
in any other way, the struggle against propagandism
and ultraleftism could only be a cover for a develop-
ment towards opportunism.




III. The Dialectical Construction of the Party

1. The revolutionary Marxist organization is defined
by its historic objectives —the destruction of the bour-
geois state and the building of the dictatorship of the
proletariat as the first step towards the construction of
socialism — and by its understanding of the methods need-
ed to advance these objectives.

During the building of a revolutionary Marxist orga-
nization, its program —the expression of the historic in-
terests of the proletariat—is always distinct from the con-
sciousness of the mass movement, in contradiction to
the tasks which the mass movement will develop "spon-
taneously” or through reformist and centrist organizations.
The fusion of the revolutionary Marxist program with
the mass movement is based on the revolutionary instinct
of the masses, on their seeds of consciousness, on trans-
forming them into communist political consciousness
through a struggle against their "spontaneous” conscious-
ness and the influence of noncommunist leaderships. The
living instrument of this fusion between the program and
the mass movement is the party, the combat organiza-
tion of the proletarian vanguard, which seeks to win
the masses to communist politics through the experience
of their own battles. From this it is clear that the build-
ing of the party would be impossible without interven-
tion in the concrete struggles of the masses. ,

But the masses make the revolutionary Marxist pro-
gram their own only during the seizure of power, during
the revolutionary crisis. Only then is the party clearly
seen as the revolutionary leadership of the entire class.
Only then does this class cease to be a dominated class,
converting itself into a class which assumes its active
role in history. Only at this point does the constant ten-
sion between the movement's historic and present aims,
between building the party and intervening in the mass
movement, temporarily disappear. It reappears in the
period of the construction of socialism (although the need
for the party disappears with the disappearance of classes)
but in a different form because the proletariat, taking
its destiny in its hands, has initiated the seizure of power,
the first step toward a classless society.

If one can never speak of the identity between the tasks
of party building and intervention in the mass move-
ment, the contradiction between the two is very marked
in the first stages of the building of a revolutionary Marx-
ist organization, when this organization, because of the
small size of its forces, can find itself limited to a prop-
aganda group with very limited intervention in the mass
movement. The first task of this group is to study this
program and advance it, showing that only on the basis
of this program is it possible to meet the needs of the
mass movement. On the basis of this activity the small
revolutionary Marxist group can win members and ac-
cumulate the forces that make an ever more important
intervention in the movement possible. In this sense it
is possible to speak of a phase in the building of the
party characterized by the primitive accumulation of ca-
dres, in the sense that in the main the group's activity
is absorbed by these tasks. No Chinese wall separates
this stage of primitive accumulation from intervention

in the mass movement, which must be engaged in from
the very beginning. It is solely a question of the rela-
tive importance of these tasks within the totality of the
party's activity.

There won't be any miracle either making it possible,
at any stage of the building of the party, to establish
an identity between the tasks flowing from party building
and those of intervening in the mass movement, thereby
saving the party from having to educate the vanguard
itself and preparing in this way for the adoption of its
politics by the entire class.

To understand this nonidentity between the tasks of
party building and concrete intervention in the mass move-
ment is the prerequisite for correcting our ultraleftist [er-
rors?— word missing] without succumbing to opportunism.

2. Thanks to its relation to the Fourth International,
the LCR, since its founding (and already before it in
the Comunismo group), has had a conception of party
building which is totally different from the self-procla-
mations (PCE-I type) that lead to projecting the tasks
and methods of a developed party before having achieved
a base among workers and the ability to intervene that
characterizes it, resulting in a sectarian relationship to
the movement. Our conception is also totally different
from spontanéist concepts (BR type) which lead to the
negation of party building.

The LCR began by working out its program through
the Fourth International in order to assess, from -the
beginning, the political tasks presented to revolutionary
Marxists by the maturation of a prerevolutionary situa-
tion. From the beginning, within the limits imposed by
the size of our organization, the LCR tried to carry out
these tasks in a centralized framework on a national
and international scale. We believe that it is through this
activity that we will advance in building a base among
workers, in our activity within the mass movement, in
working out a strategy and program, and in the internal
transformation of the LCR itself, making it able to deal
in the best possible way with the tasks presented to rev-
olutionary Marxists by the class struggle.

Thus we understood that party building is a dialectical
process that will lead the revolutionary Marxist vanguard,
as defined by its program, from a small propagandistic
group to a rooted party.

3. Today, two years after the founding of the LCR,
we must again deal with this formula in order to adapt
it to new circumstances. '

In addition to the program of the Fourth International,
the LCR now has a general strategic guide which, in
regard to the crisis of the Francoist dictatorship, deter-
mines the tasks of the revolutionary Marxists with a view
towards establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat.
The LCR also has an outline of an action program that
establishes a link between the present battles of the pro-
letariat and the installation of a workers government after
the overthrow of the dictatorship.

Nevertheless, within the organization there is a feeling
of insufficiency, especially on the strategic and program-
matic level. This feeling has been demagogically culti-
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vated by some comrades, raising hopes for a process
of strategic and programmatic development that would
finally (!) put an end (or almost) to our insufficiencies
in these fields. However, to the extent that the promises
have not been translated into positive programmatic and
strategic development, they have led, on the one hand,
to a feeling of sickly insufficiency (strategic or otherwise)
and, on the other hand, to demoralization and disorien-
tation among the cadres.

At the same time, an explanation of where our stra-
tegic and programmatic insufficiencies come from, and
how they can be overcome, serves to educate the orga-
nization.

In the first place, we have to explain that some of our
strategic and programmatic insufficiencies have an ob-
jective base. A whole series of problems, which we can
describe, cannot yet be solved owing to the insufficient
development of the class struggle, which has not yet pro-
vided the necessary elements for a solution (formula of
the workers government, hypothesis of revolutionary cri-
sis, etc.). In these areas we must point out the existence
of problems, we must formulate hypotheses, we must be
attuned to the development of the class struggle, we must
take into account the international experiences (through
participation in debate in the Fourth International), but
little more is possible right now.

Other shortcomings stem from the level of development
of the LCR. In the political sphere these affect our ca-
pacity to develop an action program proposing involve-
ment of the vanguard in struggles of the masses (demands
of the slogans, housing, etc.). The ability to develop such
a program is directly related to the extent the LCR is
rooted in the working class, to its capacity to intervene
in the diverse battles of the class, to its capacity to de-
velop, at the outset of these battles, and to defend, in
the course of them, the slogans best adapted to the spe-
cific situation. The ability of a revolutionary Marxist
group to develop from its inception a strategic and gen-
eral programmatic framework (including peasants, hous-
ing, etc.) in order to be able to put forward concrete slo-
gans of action capable of mobilizing the masses, is in
direct relation to the degree the group has become rooted
in the masses and its capacity to defend these slogans
in the movement.

The third type of insufficiencies (or in many cases er-
rors) stem from internal causes within the LCR itself.
There are still shortcomings in the leadership, in the elab-
oration of strategy and program, in the organization
of discussion, in the shaping and putting into operation
of an infrastructure, etc. In brief, these shortcomings deal
with building the organization. But we cannot now [word
missing] of these errors and the self-criticisms of the lead-
ership and of each of the members. We must understand
that our insufficiencies in the strategic and programmatic
sphere will not be solved solely through discussion and
debate, but also through development of the class struggle,
through our intervention in it, and through building the
organization.

4. The building of the party is not possible without
militant intervention in the mass movement. No group,
no matter how small it may be, can limit itself to com-
munist propaganda and agitation. It must participate
in the battles of the proletariat, advancing concrete battle
slogans and contending for leadership of the struggle.
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The breadth of this intervention may be large or small,
but it must be a constant activity of the revolutionary
Marxist organization. As first priority, the efforts to de-
velop our strategy must center on the problems raised
by the intervention of revolutionary Marxists in the class
struggle. This is the only way we can utilize Marxism's
value as a weapon for the revolutionary transformation
of society and not just as an academic tool, brilliant
though it may be.

Marxist discussion of the political tasks placed by the
class struggle before communists leads inevitably in prac-
tice to the formation of tendencies within the revolution-
ary Marxist organization, with each tendency representing
a distinct alternative and seeking the leadership of the
organization. A democratically organized political dis-
cussion enables the organization to develop a position
adapted to the new situation and to reabsorb the ten-
dencies. If this does not happen, if the tendencies persist
for a significant period, they begin to take on the po-
sitions of different classes and a split becomes inevitable.
There is no insurance against splits. The principles of
democratic centralism are the only ones that make it
possible for the organization to maintain its intervention
in the class struggle and to develop a democratic dis-
cussion ‘that allows the proletarian vanguard to go for-
ward politically and organizationally strengthened.

5. Thus the organization cannot be thought of solely
as a vehicle for carrying out a communist policy in the
mass movement. The organization also plays an active
role, at times a decisive role, in developing this very
policy.. In order to convert the LCR into ‘a proletarian
combat party we must carry out a number of internal
changes. We must strengthen our ties with the Fourth
International. We must increase the centralization of the
LCR so it can carry out its political tasks in the most
efficient manner. We must organize a democratic discus-
sion, enabling the whole organization to carry out its
militant tasks in the class struggle. And we must select
a leadership.

6. The concept explained above of the role of commu-
nist intervention in the class struggle (leaving aside any
debate between tendencies) and of the importance of the
problems arising from building the organization, allow
one to better understand why our criticisms of the "En-
crucijada" tendency in these fields, far from stemming
from formalism as its leaders like to claim, are struc-
turally related to the only real possibility of party build-
ing.

7. All the preceding does not mean that we conceive
of the construction of the party as involving the mere
addition of individual members to the LCR's present nu-
cleus. We think, in general, that construction of the rev-
olutionary party cannot be achieved without a constant
battle to destroy the continuing influence of the PCE,
syndicalism, and centrism over the working class. We
also think that the construction of the party will only
be accomplished on the basis of the revolutionary Marx-
ist program. But, at the same time, the construction of
this revolutionary party will involve the incorporation
of many militants who are found today in various far-
left organizations and many of those who constitute the
healthiest and most combative sector of the ranks of the
PCE. We therefore believe that the construction of the
revolutionary party must pass through a series of splits




in these organizations, through a process of fusions with
the organizations and militants who accept the revolu-
tionary Marxist program as their banner. The best way

for the LCR to further this is to advance its program
from now on in an integrated way and carry it out in
the class struggle insofar as our forces permit.

IV. The Tactic of Constructing the LCR

1. The construction of the LCR must begin by: (a) De-
fining the tasks presented by the objective situation to
communists. (b) Beginning to carry these tasks out, even
if only on a partial basis, utilizing all the resources the
organization has at its disposal at any given time.

The way we interconnect these resources as a whole
in the achievement of a broader strategic task constitutes
the basis of the LCR's tactics.

Hence our tactics are subordinated to strategy and me-
diated by the objective situation of the mass movement
(need for concrete analysis of the downturns and upturns),
on the one hand, and on the other by the organizational
reality of the LCR.

Failure to determine tactics in relation to strategy and
to tasks deduced from the objective situation leads di-
rectly to opportunism (the movement is everything, the
goal nothing).

Failure to take into account that the organizational
reality of the LCR is decisive when deciding what tac-
tic to employ, leads directly to propagandism; either ultra-
left, where you take your desires for reality and aban-
don the masses to the influence of the reformist organi-
zations, or parasitic, being forced to accept the reformist
politics ‘and adopting an attitude of propagandistic con-
demnation of them.

2. Hence, the definition of our tactic in building the
LCR must begin from: (1) the strategic axes of the Span-
ish revolution; (2) the present period and the tasks arising
from it; (3) the real state of the LCR. ‘ ‘

In other documents in which we have spoken of our
strategic perspective, we have expressed our belief that
the Spanish bourgeoisie’ is not inclined to tolerate the
rise of a mass movement within the framework of bour-
geois democracy (not even limited). From this we de-
duce that the crisis of the dictatorship can only be con-
ceived in terms of the violent overthrow of the dictator-
ship and the opening of a process of permanent revo-
lution which ;;the revolutionary Marxist vanguard must
bring to a,head —through putting forward a program
of democratic and transitional demands— in the destruc-
tion of the beurgeois state and the building of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat. This perspective implies taking
as the central slogan of the preparatory period we are
now in, the formation of a working-class united front
against all forms of alliance with the bourgeoisie, cul-
minating in a slogan for a workers gbvernment to carry
out an anticapitalist and revolutionary program.

3. Through an analysis of the reciprocal relations be-
tween the movement and the various organizations, we
~ ¢an advance a hypothesis about the unleashing of the
- revolutionary crisis.

(a) The PCE's influence over the class is too weak,

and it has too narrow a field for maneuver, to be able
to effectively control the mass movement which, with a
combative worker vanguard, has gone beyond the PCE
on numerous occasions.

(b) The rise of the movement is expressed in the estab-

lishment of united organs of the Workers Commission
type which lead the struggle, not only on the economic
level but also in politics, and which make it possible
for the revolutionary Marxists to convert them into or-
gans for the overthrow of the dictatorship with the ca-
pacity of developing into organs of dual power. '
" (c) The existence of a worker and youth vanguard
which has broken with the reformist orientation of the
PCE and is trying to get its bearings on the revolutionary
road. :

In these ceonditions the most probable scenario would
seem to be that the mass movement, going beyond the
politics  of the PCE, faces up to overthrowing the dic-
tatorship and places in motion more or less widespread
organs of dual power. A vanguard in which the rev-
olutionary Marxists may or may not yet have hegemony,
which has assimilated the methods of revolutionary strug-
gle in the previous period, will play a decisive role in
this movement. In the highly unstable period that the
overthrow of the dictatorship ushers in, the role of the
revolutionary Marxists will be to impel it toward the
dictatorship of the proletariat through a military vic-
tory over the bourgeois state.

4. The present period, which we have defined as one
of the maturation of a prerevolutionary situation, places
on the immediate horizon the preparation of an HGR
for the defeat of the dictatorship through advancing uni-
fying class demands, demands capable of giving the strug-
gles an anticapitalist dynamic, directing them against
private property and. the state, organizing self-defense
through pickets which are the embryos of the future mi-
litias, organizing their generalization through pushing
the formation of workers' commissions, their transfor-
mation into elected committees subject to recall, and their
heightened coordination.

5. The situation of the rising workers movement and
its radicalization, expressing itself through united orga-
nizations of the Workers Commission type, through the
weak influence of the Spanish Communist Party and its
narrow margin of maneuver, through the ease with which
the mass movement goes beyond the CP's initiatives
through the Workers Commissions, through the existence
of an important worker and youth vanguard in which
the revolutionary Marxists already exercise relative he-
gemony, makes it possible that the LCR, through first
rooting itself in the working class, can advance its rev-
olutionary alternative by means of a united front tactic
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{which prepares the formation of a working-class united
front against the dictatorship and capitalism), of which
it is now only possible to put forward initial elements
owing to the organizational limitations of the LCR.

6. The very characteristics of the period itself show
the need to strengthen the Workers Commissions as or-
gans of class self-defense in all spheres, to defend the
slogan of proletarian front unity, to formulate concrete
slogans in response to the attacks of capital, expressing
at a given time the practical form this proletarian front
unity should take. If, however, the LCR's base is very
weak, the preceding could be limited solely to work by
the revolutionary Marxists in the Workers Commissions
and to propagandistic defense of proletarian front unity,
the forms of which would, as a function of the objective
situation, be determined by the specific period. Because
of this weak base, the LCR's activity may be limited to
participation in the real movements of the class which
are led, in the main, by the CP, and to independent ac-
tivity based on the radicalization of the worker and youth
vanguard and unity of action with the far left, aimed
at putting forward revolutionary campaigns which have
the potential of pulling along the Workers Commissions
and the CP in especially favorable situations.

In other words, the practical activity of the revolutionary
Marxists, even when they advance the need for a united
front against capital, would be dominated by activity
aimed at organizing campaigns that go beyond the CP
as a prerequisite to forcing the.CP into specific joint action
campaigns at various times.

7. On the other hand, if the League had a significant
base in the Workers Commissions, to the extent that it
could set in motion action campaigns with revolutionary
leadership through the Workers Commissions, the applica-
tion of a systematic united front tactic would have the
greatest practical importance. In these circumstances, the
League, using the campaigns set in motion, could influ-
ence through the Workers Commissions the direct struggle
through slogans flowing from the objective situation and
the mood of the masses, could propose the unification of
the proletarian front against the dictatorship and capital-
ism to the Workers Commissions and the workers parties
as a whole. On the basis of its proposal to carry out this
practical step, the League would clearly show the dif-
ferences between its revolutionary Marxist policy and all
the reformist and centrist policies, in this way strengthen-
ing the revolutionary wing of the proletariat.

As a result of its ability to mobilize an- important seg-
ment of the proletariat, the League would be able to force
the far-left organizations into supporting, on numerous
occasions, its practical initiatives in the face of the CP.
The same relation with the student movement, now sub-
jected to the contradiction of neither substituting itself
for the proletariat nor waiting for the proletariat to en-
gage in revolutionary activity, would change its charac-
ter, making the united organization of a very broad sec-
tor of the student movement possible on the basis of
support for the campaigns put forward by already sig-
nificant sectors of the workers movement.

8. The League currently stands in an intermediate situa-
tion between the two mentioned above. Owing to its base,
the League can impel a significant mobilization of work-
ers only through the Workers Commissions, through slo-
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gans of class struggle, in quite specific situations when the
combativity of the movement makes it impossible for the
CP to abandon the mobilization and when the slogans
put forward connect very directly with the sentiment of
the masses because they are already based on prior ex-
periences of the masses.

In these situations, the LCR's attitude must be to take
the initiative in preparing and setting the movement into
motion, while proposing a united front of the Workers
Commissions, workers parties and organizations repre-
senting layers of the petty bourgeoisi¢ who are moving
in struggle against capital.

Nevertheless, on other occasions the reformist influence
dominating the workers movement is too strong to allow
the development of a significant movement. However, the
independent campaigns proposed by the LCR, aided by
the increased radicalization of the worker and student
vanguard, and in united action with specific far-left groups
(over goals determined at any given moment by concrete
analysis of the situation), will be the best way to weaken
this influence and even, in specific eircumstances, to force
the reformist leaderships to support the action. That is
to say, the organization of the overcoming of the tradi-
tional leaderships is the prerequisite for present or future
united activity.

9. Thus, based on the objective situation and on the
League's organizational strength, the LCR must now car-
ry out a tactic that weaves together defense of the need
for the class united front against the dictatorship and
capitalism with agitation and propaganda that conforms
to the needs of a given period; permanent united front
activity in the Workers Commissions and specific united
front activities with respect to the CP. At the same time,
the League must combine this with independent activity
in which it brings the radicalization of a broad worker
and youth vanguard and united action with far-left groups
into play in its favor, with the aim of overcoming the
collaborationist policy of the CP and forcing the CP into
united action on- the basis of revolutionary politics (or
forcing it to pay for its opposition).

Of course such a tactic must always be formulated in
regard to the evolution of the objective situation and the
LCR's base. But it is a tactic that can be defined at pres-
ent in relation to the following axes:

(A) Independent Activity by the LCR

This is a constant requirement for any revolutionary
Marxist group, whatever the conditions in which it de-
velops and whatever tactic it applies. At present the in-
dependent - activity of the LCR has a specific objective
which is that the LCR should appear at the center of
politics, supported by the existence of a broad worker
and youth vanguard capable of giving it massive sup-
port and making it possible, on the one hand, to offer a
centralized response to the attacks of the state and the
bosses, appearing as the only nationally centralized orga-
nization on the far left in opposition to the CP and thus
as an alternative on the national level, and on the other
hand to take advantage of the preceding conditions for
strengthening its hegemony over the far Left.

The main fields in which the LCR engages in indepen-
dent activity are:
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(a) The production, distribution and discussion of Com-
bate, as a political periodical capable of unifying and
standardizing the organization's activity, and able to offer
a weapon of struggle to the broad vanguard.

(b) Communist agitation and propaganda on all as-
pects of the exploitation and oppression of the capitalist
dictatorship, calling on the masses to begin struggle
against it, and agitation and propaganda for construc-
tion of the proletarian dictatorship, and popularization
of our strategic outlook. . ‘

(c) Political campaigns on a local or state scale around
burning questions arising in a national or intermational
conjuncture (self-defense, Vietnam, etc.), concentrating the
organization's forces on these points and pushing pro-
posals for aetion around them.

(d) Communist intervention in the factories, neighbor-
hoods, etc., around the problems the movement is deal-
ing with, the aim .being to help the Workers Commis-
sions or similar organizations to adopt the most correct
position, or to prepare to go beyond these organizations
through building ad-hoc organizations.

(e) Pushing struggles of the proletariat as a whole
against an offensive by the dictatorship (Burgos, SEAT,
etc.), or organizing solidarity with an isolated struggle
(HW, Cometsa). Developing the active support of stu-
dents, teachers, peasants, for these struggles of the class
as a whole. )

(B) Developing United Front Activity Through:

(a) Agitation and propaganda through concrete united
front slogans. :

The situation of the mass movement will continually
place the need for a united front against capitalism on
the order of the day as a prerequisite for the success
of -concrete struggles (united action by the different work-
ers parties and organizations, coordination of the Work-
ers' Commissions with representative organizations of the
student movement). The revolutionary Marxists, indepen-
dently of our ability to make these alternatives material-
ize, will popularize them through our propaganda and
agitation as a prerequisite for being able to épur a van-
guard to achieve it in practice, and to educate it in the
need for a revolutionary united front against the dic-
tatorship and capitalism, and in the need for opposition
to every type of pact with the bourgeoisie.

(b) Continuous united front activity in the Workers Com-
missions.

This activity, which is based on our analysis of the
Workers Commissions and of the role they can play in
the revolutionary overthrow of the dictatorship and in the
development of organs of dual power aims at: (1) the
formation of a revolutionary tendency within the Workers
Commissions which defends a program of action corre-
sponding both to the needs of the movement and to the
mood of the masses. This action program, when adopted
by the Workers Commissions, allows them to develop
their role as self-defense organs of the class in all spheres,
g ?Vercoming' the influence of the CP and the reformists
¢ In the course of the struggle; (2) to move ahead in con-
; solidating thé influence of the revolutionary Marxists with-

i In this revolutionary tendency and within the Workers
Commissions in general.
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(c) Specific, temporary united fronts with the CP.

The CP is faced with a rising movement over which it
has a weak degree of control, and which goes beyond
its  politics on numerous occasions. It is faced with the
existence of a far left that already has a mass audience,
and with the existence of differences within the CP's own
membership. Therefore, the CP finds itself in a position
where it is difficult for it to oppose a unitary framework
for actions (Workers Commissions, work with the far
left, etc.), but which it must channel into a class-collabora-
tionist policy which appears more and more utopian every
day. '

Because of all of this, it is possible for the LCR, given
its present base, to force the CP into united action around
specific questions on specific occasions, with the result that
it may be possible to build a movement, corresponding to
the needs of the movement, that at the same time makes
it possible to deepen the contradictions between the CP
and the movement as a whole, and between the CP and
its own membership.

(d) Specific, temporary united fronts with the far left.

The organizations of the far left are fundamentally based
on the radicalization of a broad youth and worker van-
guard that has broken in practice with the collaboration-
ist policy of the CP and that is seeking to orient itself on
the revolutionary path.

All these groups represent different varieties of centrism
(ultraleftism, revolutionary syndicalism, spontanéism).
Nevertheless, because they represent, in a number of areas
of the class struggle (which vary according to the spe-
cific group in question), an alternative to the left of the
CP, they are able to attract this youth and worker van-
guard which still does not have sufficient experience to
opt for the revolutionary Marxists in the face of this varied
mosaic of centrist currents. ‘ :

However, this broad vanguard is not completely in-
corporated within the various far-left groups, although
it polarizes around their proposals. Some of these far-left
groups themselves have relatively little control over their
own members and sympathizers, and even their own
cadres can in certain circumstances develop towards rev-
olutionary Marxism (the obvious prerequisite is an un-
compromising ideological struggle). Developing specific,
temporary united fronts with groups of the far left makes
possible the advancement of various objectives. In the
first place, it makes it possible to use unity of action with
these groups to strengthen a movement for goals that
the CP is not willing to take up. This speeds the process
of by-passing the CP and forces it to either support the
action or face the consequence of a loss of influence in
our sectors. Even within united actions with the CP, the
specific, temporary united front with far-left groups can
be the basis for more advanced campaigns (defense of
demonstrations, occupation of workplaces).

In the second place, this united activity, together with
the ideological struggle, is the prerequisite for winning
hegemony over the youth and worker vanguard, destroy-
ing the influence of the various centrist currents within
it, whether by loss of influence or by a combination of
that with crises and splits that can be used to good advan-
tage by the revolutionary Marxists, or through the evolu-
tion of some of these groups towards revolutionary Marx-
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(d) Dialectic of the sectors of intervention.

Its objective is to link the mass work in various areas
with party building.

Most political groups utilize a particular dialectic of sec-
tors: thus the CP in the years 1964-67 based itself on the
Workers Commissions in order to mobilize the student
movement in a united fashion through the Sd, to strength-
en in this way the central campaigns of its line of national
reconciliation. For us the dialectic of sectors of interven-
tion is a tactic that must enable us to relate our mass
work in the radicalized youth movement (MU, EM, EFP),
and in other peripheral layers in process of radicaliza-
tion (professors, teachers), to the construction of the party.
- The intervention of the revolutionary Marxist organiza-
tions in layers other than the proletariat is a -requirement
of the Leninist policy of trying to forge a revolutionary
alliance between important segments of these layers and
the proletariat, as a very condition for a broad activity
of political agitation making possible the formation of a
true communist consciousness in the proletariat. However,
the pace and forms of this intervention are determined on
the basis of tactical criteria. )

The LCR's need to intervene in the student movement
and ' other peripheral layers stems above all from the
existence of a broad vanguard with an important degree
of political radicalization, a vanguard that is able to draw
in other sectors of the masses behind the action initiatives
set in motion by the revolutionary Marxists on the basis
of their own program.

As a result of this, many aspects of this program, which
would otherwise exist only on an agitational and propa-
gandistic level, can be carried out in practice through
mass political campaigns and action initiatives which,
while they forge an alliance between broad sectors of these
nonproletarian layers and the revolutionary proletariat,
also make possible the acceleration of the LCR's develop-
ment of a base in and influence over the working class.

Therefore, a first consequence of the dialectic of the
sectors of intervention is that the League does not inter-

vene indiscriminately in all oppressed layers, even if they
are in struggle. Instead, it intervenes on the basis of a po-
litical decision about the possibility of transforming mass
work in these sectors into support for the political initia-
tives of the revolutionary Marxists, which are designed
to accelerate the building of a base in the working class.
The second consequence is that revolutionary Marxists
must define some axes of intervention in these sectors

‘permitting mass activity, on the one hand, tending to

organize resistance by these layers against specific attacks
on them by the dictatorship and, on the other hand, mak-
ing possible a mobilization of its vanguard, drawing along

. important sectors of the workers movement through ini-
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tiatives proposed by the League in the sphere of anti-
capitalist and anti-imperialist struggle and in support of
workers struggles with direct action methods.

The third consequence of the dialectic of the sectors
at the present time stems from the extent of the League's
base in the working class, which determines a tactic com«
bining united front activities with activities designed to
sweep beyond the CP's politics. This pressing beyond
the CP affects the peripheral movements themselves.. From
the present extent of the League's base in the working c¢lass
flows both the impossibility of achieving an absolute hege-
mony in the movement of the peripheral layers and the
impossibility of thinking about their mobilization within
a single framework. Their mobilization will continually
be fragmented by the very character of the campaigns
proposed by the revolutionary Marxists, both in their
own fields and in the more general political sphere. Only
through the development of a significant working-class
base and as a result of the systematic development of a
united front tactic would it be possible to think of this
type of united organizations.

J. E. Ag. Go. Du. Ja. Se. Ar. Au. Son. La.
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