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HOW THE PARTY WAS SELIT IN SPAIN

by Yeter Camejo
The rapid rise of the class struggle during the late
19602 in Spain offered the fourth Internatiomal one of the most
favorable objective situations in Europe fo- building a Leninist
Party. #t the time of the last world congress there existed
no Trotskyist gooup in Spain on’y some individual sympathizers.
But soon afterwards a small centrist formation called Comunismo
began evolving towards Irotskyism. This group later adopted the
name Lige Comunista Hevolutcionaria (LCR - ﬁevqlutionary
Communist League. It entered the international at the hExxix
beginning of 1971. The LCR grew rapidly . Although most of its
recrulits came from the student movement from the very start it
involved workers and had a direct tle to the on going workers
struggles. By the end of 1971 the organization reached some 300
full members and possibly as many as 1,000 organized sympathizers.
During 1972 it declined somewhat.
This prbuising beginning in building a party nucleous
suffered a set back tm at the end of 1972 when the LCR split

right down the middle.
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At the time mf the aplit whxel occurrced in December of 1972 the ICR

Bad never "ield a national confercnce which adopted a political program.mx
7in Spain while

The political differences were not yet clear to the ronlk and fileVémd The
internatiocnal was totally unfamiliar with the discussione

Could the split have becn avoided ? Was the split damaging to the
building of the Spanish section ? What was the role of the international
leadership in the process which culminated ir the split ?

To answer these questions and be able to draw the necessary lessons,

especially those regarding how an internationsl leadership should function

in such circumstances it is necessary to review the facts of how the split

0CCUrTed, Tene

The LCR an Ultra-Left Organization

Looking back both sides in the split recognize that the ICR at the time

it entered the Fourth International had an ultra-left political positions It

opposed working in the workers commissions, Sesiwedense, because they

were dominated hy the CI’y It carried out actions in defense of the Vietnamese

of a strictly ultra-left nature. For instance, fthe LCR would pick a block

in Barcelona and then proceed to break all the windows both of the stores and

cars on the street while painting pro-Vietnamese slopans as their way of

showing solidarity.
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7 pue hing the LCR away from this ultra-leftism was the objective development,
of the class strugpleim in Spain. The ever deepening involvenent of the
working class in direct mass actions was a pole of attraction away fronm
the mindless ultra-leftism typical in the student movement of the late
196080

A commission to help the new group in Spain was established by the
Communist League in France, This committee which became known as the

g 2 I sl doragpion2i] T ¢(; g Ivadad S.u_ul.i,u,if i

Spanish commission was later headed by coumrade Germair¥, The internationalist
concern to help the Spanish cemrades reflected in the Frenck section is
certainly admirables. They recognized their special responsibility to
Spain since they are the only country bordering on Spain which has bourgeois
democracy e %B'ﬁm tmportant respousibility fell on the French comrades

to help the Suanish c .mrades Iﬁzlmg both political and technical probleuns.

Three Errors of the Spanish Commission

The Spanish Commission right fro: the start failed in various ways

to function correctly with the 1.CR, Its concepts of how one section cen aid



Spain.--br 1

anollier ~nd how inteornational Lenders shonld act revealed sove serious
wealnessos in the Fourth Internaticnile
%'

Probably the worst erpvor ol th. comnission was not¥e nsider itself
as reprecenting the Founrth International hut only of a faction inside the
intemmational and that of a none declared faction, himxoamuismimmgx The
Spanish Commission failed to keep the United Secretariat as a whole informcd
on the developments in Spain but instead only informed one sector. It likewise

Cotored Affv Lot 5{!144#'
failed to inform the rExkromsrowysmetirpesar-wenbens of events and discussions

in the Fourth International but instead presented only the views of one
sector of the United Secretariat. This mistake cut off the possibility

to educate the comrades in Spain on our ccncepts of internal democracy, of
how we build a.n‘ inclusive not exclusive leadership, % Tt nade it impossible
for the commission to gain what objectively useful supgestions might have been
made by the United Secretariat as a whole,

This factional appxaqch resulted in some rather sad c nsequences,

L]
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When the ICR Wmmm one of its members by chance

became acquainted with the internation:l discussion on Latin America and

read a document by Joe Hansen, This was meE¥ex not the norm in the ILCR which

m‘d A
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was never encouraged Ly the Spoanich Gomdl:ion to Lec e ncguainted with the
differences in the interuztionnd nor wiws thoe matorindl of the minority
made avnilable, Instedd leaders of the ICR werr riven oral explanations
of a strictly factional nature,

This comrade developed differences over the line of the LCR and
expressed sympathy for the positionsaéfz¥§b$&&42y cumrade Hansene He
was denounced as a Lambretist and ximm given a short period of time to
reconsider his views or be expelled. He refused to change his mind was

Jor Poas )
summarily expelléa;fﬁlong with a small group XFmk of supporters. Later
this groupd® made contact with and became the Spanish Lambretistse
\by crmrade Hansen and others

In the United Secrctariat, wemmelsiske, formal requestoVio see the ™
internal bulletins of the new group in Spain wemkxky: were made., Month
after month the Spanish Commission refused to comply and allow the ninority
in the United Secretariat to sec the docuwr-ents or have any contact with the
strictly underground organization in Spain,

A sec nd error was the Spanish Commission's adaptation to the political
weakness of the LCR, Instead of arpuing arainst the sectarian uktea-left

line of not working in the workers coumissions the Spanish Commission

gave the LCR a theoretical justification for their sectaiianisin. They
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argucd that a united frent aviyroach was not correct in Spaia where the CP
, ek g

was dominwnt such as pm w7 sorkers commissions begause the 1OR was still

toosmall, Such an error may have hoen corenitted because of the honest

opinion of the merbers of the commissions But again if they had fuanctioned

P

as part of the international and not -eudy a faction they might very well

have avoided this error,

This error was compounded by the Commission when it itself decided maybe
it had been wrong on this question and urged the Spanish comrades to change
their position in May of 1972, It is frowm this discussion that the
tendency struggle developed in Spain which led seven months later to a split.

The Spanish Commission again made a political errore, The used the same
logic of their earlier position except k now they arpgued that‘the ILCRW
was strong enough to carry out a pro-‘ﬂhited(front line with the CP,  Along
with the imrTorrect politi€al ccncept involved, {although the turn towards
united front politics was certainly salutary ,nd necessariz]was the method
the Spanish Commission used to change. the ine of the LCR.

Instead of seeing their role as one of trying to advise, nake suggestions,

and discuss with the LCR so that through their own discussions, central

o oamd vaske Fiown doramails)

.,

Eosn s S P v
committee meetings and congresses they cculd deterizine their own line,\@gg
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commission had cowrnde Jebrocq a centivl leader fa Lhe Froench perty draft

a resolution for the LCR and then urge the BCR ceuntral committee to mpamxx
adopt ite Jebrac even opposed a request by sowe of the LCR central c.imittee
members to have such a basic change in their line discussed first in the

ranks before a final decision was madee.

M\Mnctioning was factional, -ediemencetrimtikstiniisd.
Trmbeadmeiosbbwrorertiry—ritr=brrcllipoodenmsiip and it failed politically

to present clear fme trotskyist politics.

The Evolution of the LCR Debate

The first congress of the LCR was held in the early part of 1972 but the

organization could not agree on a single political resolution. The congress
ended after confused and heated debuates Ly adopting only a set of statutes
and electing an out going central conmittee,

After the summpessed turn towards a pro united front policy differences
arose around the question of e what is a united front, why was the LCR
wrong in the past, and a questioning of the ultra-left errors in- the previous

nreriod,
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In late péring 1972 two tendencies appearcd in the LCRe Bach became

) |words in]
"\,(y}"u < A, AL

known by ‘rhe title cu* their orisingdl docunentse The Central Committee
of 19 nembers divided right down the middle. Ten supported the "Encrucijada!
tendency while nine backed the "En Marcha" tendency.

W
The central task of the Snanish Commission oew-bry-to

advise the comrades in Spain of the dangers in a debate becoming ra. idly

heated and factionale They had, of course, to cncourage the comrades in

Spain to dicuss out their differences in a paticnt and objective manner so

as to not only arrive at a line for their organization Wwut to raise their

political level, How the discussion would proceed depended partially on

the tzmm attitude the Spanish Commission would takeeq WAtﬁv' ‘0
MM J A%IMM Wlu& A P eﬁ e rdw\ﬁ)\ Iv \

The Commission seeing the leadership divided had to attempt at all cost

to keep the organization together, to advis

as a team, including both points of views on all leadership bodies,

Recognizing how 4 new the LCR was to Trotskyism, and the profound need for

poditical clarity the international should have followed the debate carefully

while at the same time avoiding any steps which would imply that it 2@ weo

Aadia )
mactionayfﬂe.

The Spanish Commission followed a totally different course. As soon as

tendencies were formed it through its full support to th:ae. minority, the
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"Eh Marcha " tendencye The Spanish Commission stopped all objective
collaboration with the Encruciindn tendency an’ by its own actions helped
the rapid development of a factionnl atmospherc,

LR w_rom UN':M

Under continous pressurc ffom the minority in the United Sccretariat

—

for information on what was happening in Spain reports from the LCR were

i 19721
scheduled for the July/Unlted Secretariat. NoxbouhimotmSeenshe micaknximooshp

rEpnsEnkak fren

At that meeting only the representative from "E: Marcha" appeared,

This comrade proceeded to give a report for the "majority." It was only

in the question period that it was discovered that he represented the minority

of the central committee though he insisted his tendency would win the

rajority of the membershipe.

The reporteR indicated that the differences were primarily over

r Ha oi/cw MPN 2 1 JA),J,WA R4

evaluating their di; srences in th past over the PGR seven points,

Comrades of the Spanish Commission informed the United Secretariat

that boty tendencies had heen invited and that tliey could not explain why
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the bEncrucijada representative had not arrived.

Later we learned that the &ncrucijada comrade had arrived in
Paris, as agreed, but that the Communist League leadership was
unable to inform the Bnertcijada delegate »f where the United
Secretariat was meeting. So the Encrucijada comrade wailted for
two days in FParis while the United Secretariat met at its usual

place in Brussels.

Encoruci jada Wins a Majority

In August of 1972 the ICR central committee met after
discussions and votes were taken around initlal contributions
of the two tendencies in the rank and file. The vote established
that Bncrucijada was a majority in the membership as well as the
central committee. The En Marcha comrades accepted the results
and proposed that Encrucijada take over the political bureau which
was led ak the time by £n lMarcha comrades. £ncrucijada refused. Instead
1t proposed that the same Political Bureau continue to function but
only as an organlzing bureau to prepare IXEXERXXEES the second 1Cn
congress scheduled at that time for Uctober 1972,

En Marcha accepted the proposal but correctly protesting

Encrucijada's refusal to assume its majority responsiblities. Dates
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1in September
were set/for the submission of new documents being prepared by
both tendencles,
Ihe Crisis of Enorncijada
After the August central committee meeting a series of events

changed the situation and composition of the central committee.

(with & whole series of arrestg}

The LCR was hit bg heavy repressionlin a féglon in Spain
which overwhelmingly supported the Encruci jada tendency. Also a
central leader of Encrucijada was imprisoned. Although tortured
for three days the comrade remained totally silent. Thus preventing
further consequences,

three N

At about the same time sExexat leaders of Encrucijada made
statements from which the majority of Encrucijada disassociated
themselves. The Encrucijada majority felt the positions taken
by the three were conciliatory towards dambretism and they

\“ﬂl«au¢
declared theg (" could not be part of E£ncrucijada while maintaining
such positions. The result was a split at the leadership level
within Encrucijada and a substantial amount of confusion in the
rank and fille,

SN i T C

Instead of recognizing the need for further political
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clarification in order for the membership to fully understand
the political differences involved and taking the necessary
L3 [by]
time so the points under discussion could be assimilated ®mr the
rank and file,xkt En Marcha chose to take quick factional
sty [Again]

advantage of the weakening of Encrucljada. vInstead of indicating
compgéete¥y solidarity before the police attack mxRximmi@xfmxx
Raxeka which had REbitt debllitated Lncrucijada hersysiiisewses.,
&n Marcha sought to take factional advantage by immediately
proposing to replace the imprisoned Encrucijada comrade in the
central committee with an £n Marcha supporter.

A new central committee meeting was called. The relationship
in the central committee was now £n Marcha 9, Encrucijada 7
( one in prison) and 3 non-affiliated. En Marcha declared itself
the majorility. Dye » to the lack of attendance of several Encrucijada
central committee members £n Marcha had an absolute majority
at the meeting which took place in September of 1972.

£n Marcha reconstituted the Political Bureau with its full
authopity and placed only £n Marcha comrades on it. They moved

up a pro-£n Marcha %a alternate ( he was the first alternate)

to replace the imprisoned Encrucijada comrade thus assuring
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themselves an absolute majority of 10 out of 19 members of the
central committee and reducing Encrucijada to 6 on the committee.
¥he central committee also voted the need to re~-organize
one provincial committee where Encrucijada was the evewshaiming
majority and authorized the political bureau to do so. All these
motions had the support of the £ncrucijada members pr-sent.

After the central committee meeting the Political Bureau
removed all Encrucijada members from the province leadership
bodies. The three functioning ( one was not functioning due to
repression) province committees became 1004 En Marcha comrades
and even £ncrucijada central committee members were not ¥x permitted
to mXxne attend province committee meetings.

They proceeded to the LCR's second congress
in less then seven weeksy although niether tendency had their
documents prepared.

Bn Marcha's concept of resolving the LCA's crises was to
hold a fast congres;;qwin a majority, taking advantage of the
confusion in the ranks of £ncrucijadaginExtmxkhexiEadezrskiy waed

then-dusisbon-droeipline—against--what -tirey-characterized-as-a

Leiiy.bourgasie~tiguidationtst--tendency.



In Cctober of 1972 both &n Marcha and Encrucijada
presented new documents to define their +endenciles. (Two of these
documents one of £ncrucijada and one of £n Marcha were published
in English in 1973 by the SWF in its inB6rmation bulleting of
April 1973, No, 111973.) In the new documents the tie between
the international discussion and the discussion in Spain became
explicit. £n Marcha declared its support to the Yturn" of the
Ninth World Congress whige tncrucijada detlared it opposed what
it considered an ultra-left adaptation especially around the line
for latin America.

These documents railsed new points in the dicussion. The
Encruci jada leadership felt that their criticisms of the errors
of the LCR could only be understood in the context of weSSEEteRaiIRS
the mistaken concept of the method of the transitionallprogram

" The Encruci jada

reflected in the Ninth World Congress "turn.
tendency felt it had itself evolved in the process of the
discussion as it tried to grapple with the differences around the

questlions of the unlted front, the meaning of the transitional

program, and the Leninist concept of how to construct the party.
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With the appearance of the new documents a shift took place
once again in the central committee. Ifwo of the three members who
[formally]
) B . I
had left Encrucijada rejoined Encrucijada. The $hird remained hbwu)ﬂ;

independent of any tendency but on all organizational matters

supported Bncruci jada in the central committee.

En Mareha's October 24,1972 diling
[See Appendix no. ]

The Political Bureau past a motion on Uctober 2&,1972,C§1AN¢“QL,W5}>
three weeks prior to the sche uleAd congressi instructing the
rank and file that they could only consider the documents of
En Marcha as resolutions for the congress. Encrucijada's
resolutions could only be considered a contribution to the
discussion. The "justification" for this motion was that the
Encrucijaqa resolutions were submitted later then the date
set by the Xwhiiwwmisd: Scptember central committee.

Actually both fendencies failed to meet the date~ originally
set by the August central committee. A new date was set allowing
14 more days and the congress was moved back to November in the
September central committee meeting.

The date of submission was based on the date the document was

hande” to the En lia~cha political bureau. £n Marcha claimed it had
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met the second date line. 3y the statutes of the LCH a 90
day wmmibed discusslion period after the submisslion of the
resolutions of the political committee most be held. YLet the
En Marcha comrades projected only five weeks after its own
~

resolutions were made avallable bﬂot=tn-pn&n53 to the Folitical
Bureau. fncrucljada's docummnt reached the political bureau
a little less then two weeks later.

The majority of the membership began receiving the £n
Marcha documents at the very best 4 weeks prior to the scheduled
congress. NkbiexsEetorx The Encrucljada document only began
to reach the members at the moment the voting would have to begin.
Dye to the difficult underground conditions existing in Spain delegates
are elected by stages. This requires a minimum of two weeks.
tn Marcha declared in its Cctober 24 ruling that it would accept
no more postponements of the congress. That meant delegates would
have to be chosen before the majority of the membership could have
time to read the new documents of either tendency and discuss them.
Resistance began to develop to holding the voting especially among

Eneruct jada supporters., In one area of Spain where the repression

was severe no documents had been received at the time voting was
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to begin. ¥kmxzomrades lhese comrades sent é messafe declaring
they would not participate in any congress if they could not see
the documents before hand.

To the En Marcha comrades the central problem was not political
but organizational. They saw the LCR becoming more and more
paralyzed by the internal differences. Lo them the only solution
was to hold a congress as fast as possible.

The En Marcha comrades felt the Encrucijada comrades were
failing to meet their obligations of militancy. The £n Marcha
charge was not totally unfounded. The Encruci jada members
finding themselves under a 100# £n Marcha leadership tended not to
trust the decisions being made and bulked at carrying them out.

Ihe charge of failure to carry out assignments was met by the
accusation of bureaucratic methods dimrailing the discussion
towards purely organizational matters.

The comrades of En Marcha, (and Encrucijada) did not understand
that the fix flrst step needed to overcome the internal organizational
paralysis was to include the Encrucijada leaders in the Political

Bureau and thmtixixxtke begin to functionjinspite of the differences)

as a team, accepting a certain degreéﬁsﬁ the part of both sides
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regarding immediate tactical questions. In the ladt analysis
the problem was political and could only bExspivezxby begin to
be solved by an authoritative congress, that is one accepted by
both sides, it could not be solved by organizational measures
without resulting in a disasterf for the organization as a whole.
Bven after a majority was established at an authopatative
congress it would be the majoritles responsibility to make 1t
possible for the minority comrades to feel included and welcomed
in the organization. ¥otxaiw This is not always an easy task even
for an experlienced leadership. 4#ny other course wa could lead
only to a split, without polbtical clarity)and gauranteed to
have a general demoralizing effect in the long run.
In October of 1972 the LCH was moving rapidly to a split. No
action was taken or proposed by the Spanish Commission nor the

majority of the United Secretariat.
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The raii@?yadeﬂ.naaahémq.situation in °pain was mpixkmownx
unknown to the United Secretariat minority comrades until comrade
Andres a United Secretariat member and supporter of the minority
position at the last world congress visited Spain. Comrade Andres
was invited to visit Spain to attend the second congr-ss of the LCd,
The Bureau of the United Secretariat approved formally his trip
to Spain.

Comrade Andres artived in Spain on Ffriday, Yctober 13, 1972
and walked into what was obviously a rapidly developing split
situation.

He tuwmmi#t immedaately held discussions with the leadership
of both En Marcha and Encrucijada. He proposed to them that before
the rush }%%gggkﬁﬁngress which could lead to a split wirtolweudd
objectivel % o 5

vy hurt /the development of the °panish section and the
Fourth International that both Encrucijada and Em Marcha consider
meeting with the United Secretariat and d&scussing out the situation.

Andres suggested that the two tExdexziesxzkexiz tandency's
leaderships wkirk should meet together an? establish a parlity

committee to organize thExzpmyentivxx their conventioni That
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they should work together jointly at all leadership levels and
that the congress should be postponed to give sufficient time for
the rank and file to read the documents and also hopefully

to de-escalate the factional atmosphere.

In the discussions in Spain a problem arose over who was
the majority, and if they worked together in a political bureau
who would have the majority. Both sides claimed they represented
the majority of the rank and file., En Mircha pointed out it was
the majority in the central committee but this was contested by
Encruci jada because they now objected to the removal of one of
thelr votes in the central committee due to the arrest of a comrade.

io b i T F 12 |Addinsert PISA]

During these discussions comrade Andres suggested a parity
political bureau as one possible solution. This suggestion was
criticized by both E£n Marcha and £ncrucijada as not a workable or
correct solution. Comrade Andres imtEx accepted the criticism

Q*‘:“ v o % Lo e 'llJu_, i j.é;wtm«._,{ Acih 4\1,.‘\ Ut @r@:&;-,(x.é’f‘» gj© )
as correct. EXEREXESEIoNXofXaxparikyxpoittientxoprexux fronxtken
[See letter to LCR members from comrade Andres Appendix No. |
PExkeEnmExthexeentraixfaextonatixx fopkxbatix Although this was only
a passing point in the general discussion on how to begin to work

together, avoid a split, organize a authoritative and democratic

congress, respect internal democracy, and maintain the centralized
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Comrade Andres explained to both tendencles that in
. [tenden_cy]
any tﬁnﬁienél struggle 1t is a matter of communist morality
that we can not allow the police to alter the relationship of
forces, much less alter whd is a majority. ¥mdwbhst the correct
thing to do is to replace the lmprisoned comeade by a comrade

holding the same views. &£n larcha absolutely refused insisting

the first alternate was to the central committee was the correct

[imprisoned]
frapFocs toi )

person to replace the failben comrade,
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functioning of the LCR the later attempted to eXploit
ag-l-(a mj}..lf
this "reformist" proposal for factional reasons, the qaestton
IS ~ry [the IMT's] [point totally out context]

awes: appears 1n‘ﬁ%GE¥§E§¥unks "01d Wives Tale" document.

In any case the comrades of &n Marcha rejected the entire
proposal except mxkxeERixg attending the United Secretariat
meeting scheduled for Yctober 28-29. The Encrucijada comrades
accepted the general proposals made by comrade Andres and prepared
a siX poilnt proposal for the United Secretariat meeting. ( See

Appendix No, )
. [Encrucijada's] [modest] )

5 . ” . ‘
I P I = I
v

@hepsix points summerised were!

the following?: 1, postpone
the second LCH congress;2, The CC should elect a Yolitical Bureau

with a majority of the majority on the CC but tmei# including

[should be set up]
| wom
both tendencies; 3, a parity commissionuto prepare the congress;
[second‘ary]
I, in iwbermediate leadership bodies both tendencies should he

included; 5, the United Secretariat should be kept informed of all
developments; 6, the next CC should set the exact dates for the
congress.,
[leaders]
Following his discussions with En Marcha and Encruecijada / -

comrade Andres cut short his visit to Spain and rushed to

England to inform comrade Germain directly of his discussions
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and the situation in Spain. That meeting took place Yctober 22,1972
in London. The very next day comrade Andres went to Paris to likewise
inform the central leaddrship of the french Comrunist League
and the comrades in charge of wmxk Spanish work.
9] S F I

After the incomplete report of July 1972 the minority members
of the United Secretariat became quite ErpxEErExEd concerned ;édu;ﬁokanﬂ
what was rewl@y happening in Spain. #¥m At the September 23,24
United Secretariat the minority comrades requested information
on what the situation was in Spain. No one seemed to have any
clear information., But a proposal was accepted that a fuller
report should be given at the next United Secretariat.

Due to the trip of comrade Anders at the mExt October
28-29 United Secretariat meeting both Encrucijada and En Marcha
were present and a full discussion ensued.

A unanimous decision was reached on several proposaks
for the LCR to consider. They were;1, that a Political Bureau
be established incluydirig Woth tendencies with a majority decided

by the CC; 2 that a parity commission be established to organize

the congress; 3, that the congress be postponed atleast four weeks
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From—bhe—nreIErt=ertrined-tate—tNlovenber-+8vd9) but to be held

prior to the end of 1972; 4, that the membership should have the
right to vote for Encrucijada documents.

This decision was communicated formally on Yctober 30,1972
by a letter signed by comrade Walter. In the letter comrade
Walter added a few points to clarify some questions the £n Marcha

comrades had asked. ( See Appendix No. )

At the United Secretariat meeting the Encrucijada representative
had declaed his agreement with the proposal. Likewlse the ~omrade

from En Marcha declared the proposals were acceptable to him.

EN MARCHA Bejects the United Secretariat Eropnsa]
[changed their]
However after returning to Spain the En Marcha comrades R

[mind and]
accused the majority United Secretariat members of "opportunism"

for having voted the above recoomendations.end-set-outte

i IV N B < B 1V TER R R P S PR P B

boyoott@thair;impiimantab$en. This charge of "opportmnism"
[They declared they opposed the solution proposed by the United Secretariat]

was made in a formal letter to the ¥xikedxRezrmtartat 1EC where

. «--. 7 |support]
the En Marcha comrades 4maist the United Secretariat skomnis
[declared]

instead of making the above proposals should have Beunelimibe A&ﬁianxé

%~ [for]
wobmivk politically eddwd one or another oy the positions,
y
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The letter from Eh Marcha is dated November 30,1972 (see
Appendix No, )

The attx attitude of =n Mar~ha was reflected at the
first meeting of the central committee, which took place

e

right after Uctober United Secretariat. There were 18 members
present at the ¥mttedx®eeretaximtxmee central committee meeting.
Nine comrades supporting En Marcha, ( one of the En .Marcha

central committee supporters had resigned from the LCr) angd

[elght Encrucnjada]

nine comrades supporting the ﬁnprucijada prOposals.\ 1S TN o A

[ NP PO "'.‘..yf(mlu/\ A/f r,.v.tﬁ;('hv ~ &
[members plus the one unaffiliated comrade.]

En Marcha proposed that one member of Encrucijada be
added to the political bureau If the comrade made self-criticisms
of their previous ® "errors." Likewise the/ offered to add one

Bneruci jada member to the provivce committee in Barcelona where
L&f the comrade made the necessary qelf-rzjgicigms,

Lhey

the Encrucijada supporters were in an overwhelming ma jorityv.

adee proposed to replace the E£n Marcha comrade who quit the organ-
[suggested]

- . -t )
ization with another £n Harcha supporters . They mffered pdééaso 4
December 16-17 as the dates for the congress,
Uesuifour)

Encruci jada proposed a political bureau of ¥ for the majority
\a!*¢>ﬂ-\\unthecc1
«ofnivgt- 2nd three for the minorité\ Theyproposed that province

commlttees be rEimiiwex composed proportional to the relative

strength in each @Ristriex province between the tendencies. SN
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They insisted tha*t their proposal was a majority in the CC because
the imprisoned comrade had elther to be replaced by an E£ncrucijada
comrdde or his vote registered from pr son. {hey sugrested holding
the congress the last week end in lecember.
The meeting became hopelessly deadlocked nine to nine around
[added to the Central Committee]. - . : ,}W o
the question of xkt who should beutheutenbhmmember. This question
T T e
arose in the United Secretariat a’so. The position presented by comrade
Andres that it was a question of communist morality not to allow

.. [composition of]

the police to alteruthe céntral committee was nohk _suppor_.ed by

{ "
a single member of the United Secretariat majorityilﬁipﬂlﬁsﬁiiﬁ

I'ne EN Marcha comrades continued to refuse the £ncrucijada nroposal
KE{;iLMqum418~tkk&;
thﬁé”tuhtnéﬂfactional advantafe of franco's police repression.

The prxpmsiax proposal demanding "self-criticisms” from the
Bncrucl jada comrades was a clear indication of £ &n larchas esussses
refusal to e live up to the spirit of the United Secretariat
proposal.,

Finally xa after endless hours of futile attempbs to reason
with the =n Marcha comrades the f&ncrucijada comrades made a final

proposal to break the deadlock. Iney proposed both sides write up

their proposals, that a referendum bg held in the ranks and that
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the results be przpoxEd reported at the next central committee
meeting. lhe Lncrucijada comrades declared they would accept
the &n Marcha proposal if it had‘; majority suvport in the ranks.
tn Marcha rejected the proposal. Instead thg declared that since
no agreement could be reached and no majority established the
previous decisions of the CC continued to hold; that they continued
to be the officlal political bureau and would prepare the second
congress,

Encruci jada's final statement was that they urged the
&N Marcha comrades to reconsider, and that they would hold the
referendum even though En Marcha opposed it and report the
results to the next central committee meeting.

Begultg of the RBeferenduym

After a two week period an absclute majority of the membership

4. . [declared] 1+ [for]
of the LCA nmé shrough-signed-sbateoments support€d the proposal

 vas)

of the &£ncrucijada tendency. The exact figuret imne the following,
6]

of the 230 voting members in the LCH at the time 127 declared for

the Zncrucijada proposal. For security reasons the city by city

figures cannot be published but the/were shown to &y Marcha and

later offered to any United Secretariat member wishing to sSee them.
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Encouraged by the results of the referendum the Encrucijada
t7.[the] “as, ph.,.0 Jconvene.]
comrades requested that & central committee meeobtnmp-ho—iaedd, 4
meeting was held but boycotted by &n karcha, thus no quorum existed
to make it an official meeting. 4t that meeting a report with the
(‘
resultéi of the referendum was prepared and past on to the
tn Marcha comrades. ( See Appendix Vo, ) Another date was set
was|
for a central committee meeting. LThat meetingYscheduded for
Lecember 8,1972.tnxnedxoRtXinXbExtEXx fINEIxeeLraixenamttenx
NERLINEXDL K LREX Y DINLX ERRX
En Marcha Beging Expelling Encrucijada Sunporters

While “Zncrucijada was holding the referendum in the cells
of the LCH the En larcha political bureau began announcing the
expulston of various supporters of f£ncrucijada for "violations"
of discipline or failure to carry out assignments.

The expulsions reached their climax with the suspension
of a whole sector of the organization in the studngt movement
where every single member was in opposition to £n Marcha. The
Folitical Bureau insisted, of course, that the suspended members

had no right to vote for the forth comlng congress, Byneruci jada

refused to recognize these factionally movivated expulsions.
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Under the growing factional atmosphere the political
prepgrations for the conaress became paralvzed. WwWhile some
cells tried to hold discussions others refused.®m Meetings were
called that one side or another refused to recoegnize as offitlal.
Yne. wirote- Beetor. of. Lhe—obganiaet ton-decinred-ti-would-not attend

-any. . aengress. l.dh.dld.not-reoeive -the -docurents ahead of time

,Bitb-tdie. Lo Dead-thens ~Frey Mud-ntit Yedelved a stnzle vopy due

v leOblvevordrttons-of-rppresssion.
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s o o

The day after the pecember,1972 17C a special meeting of the
United Secretariat took place to discuss the situation in the LCRr.
knerucl jada and fn Marcha had a representative present. The comrade

from Fnerucijada reported out the developments that had sccurred ——

"He explained how the preparations for the congress had been paralyzed by the L
factional struggle and the bureaucratic abuses committed by the En Marcha comradesi
incliding the results of the referendum. \He made the following ‘

proposal; 1. That a parity commission be set up to prepare t@e
congress, 2, That the results of the referendim be recognized by both
sides and a joint political committee be set up,)xtiaondieexuskimszx
3. That all suspensions and expulsions made by the FEn Marcha political
bureau be lifted and referred to the parity commission to see if
disciplinary action was justified on a non factional basis, 4. That x%hm a
comrade from FEncrucijada replace the imprisoned comrade. In the opinion
of the Encrucijada tendency these steps could begin the yxmp process
towards a political congress of the LCK and help prevent a split.

The En Marcha comrade stated that they did not recognize the
referendum as mkthmx being an accurate reflection of the rank and file,
He pointed out that the United Secretariat had failed in its duty by not

first holding a full political discussion of what the difference were in

Spain and express their opinion on those differences,
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. [disciplinary measures]
' din ple a)

The £n Marcha representative defended thel

YNE & b

2iving

as an example the expulsion of a comrade in charfe of hiding
mémeograph paper. This comrade was an &ncruci jada supporter. He

was instructed to turn over all the paper he had to the local

bn Marcha province committee. He answered that he would not turn
anything over to anybody untll it wa became clear who had a majority

jﬁ ﬁhed?ent congress .pEXIfxinskrpeteR xoyxaxeieaxrxundprityxorx He
eclare

L

was Vexpelled.
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) § After a lengthy discussion it became clear that the majority

on the United Secretariat had no proposal to make but they rejected

the proposal from fncrucijada. The meeting ended with no decision

except an understanding that nd public comment should be made by

either side against the other if a split developed, It was clear

to everyone in the room that a split was imminent,

The LCR Splits

The weekend after the IIC the central committee of the LCR
had its final meeting., Encrucijada reported the results of the
referendum and proposed they be adopted. fin Marcha again made its
previous proposal rejecting the results of the referendum. The
vote again was 9 to 9. The fncrucijada proposal that the recent
political bureau suspensions be lifted was also rejected by Fn Marcha,
At the end of the meeting FEncrucijada annmunced that it
\JTsmﬂcﬁogﬁgJ
considered that I had a majority on the central committee of 10 to
9 because of the imprisoned comrade. Secondly Encrucijada insisted that
the referendum indicated its proposal also had T majority support

in the membership. Therefore Encrucijada announced it wsmid considered

its motions adopted and that it would establish a parity committew

and a joint political bureau with four members from Fncrucijada and three
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from &n Marcha, That it considered all the xm recent suspensions lifted

Ao
and that Xtxmwwx parity committee would proceed to begin the seripus

preparation of the second congress of the LCR. That it would gaurantee
the circulation of the documents to the entire membership, that they

I
would ;discussed and a fully democratic and authoritative congress Wm. held.
Encruci jada urged the [in Marcha comrades to reconsider and to take their
place in the parity committee and political bureau.

The En Marcha comrades gave their answer immediately after the

central committee a‘-ﬁ‘ eir fuo].it.ical $ureau announoﬁ the expulsion

D girading P Mo

— T PsUET—

of all Fncrucijada members of the Central Committee. When cellsr;!-&e

258 met any member that did not support the expulsion of the Encrucijada

central committe members -4 FEEE ie~where-dimdianoise: - antriiduidtd-nadority
AliiisvriNS8SY: wore in turnsssssmidesiy declared expelled s

One webkk later En Marcha held its 'congress.' FEncrucijada was
not allowed to send delegates., They did permit Encruecijada to send
one member and allowed him to make a statement. 1In that statement the
Encrucijada Political Bureau said they would rm=mgmkxm consider the
kn Marcha gathering a meeting of their faction and still mai'tained

their offer of a parity committee to organize a joint congress,

¢
5 8
%

(See letter to En marcha congress Appendix No. ) »

b A
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|A whole series of brlef but]

Bomyore miras o) fsoaed )
[poorly] ' p e
I'he £n Marcha congress was tebemddw wmprepared. ﬁntxaxxtm:in
[and new documents were presnted for a, vote.] o
~ 7 A 1 O at <, ,‘,»‘»'; R AN .jt!..a.,. B ‘ a UHEE O RS

ﬂnnnmnnxx Ihe delegates, not-to speak of the rank and flle, had
never seen the documents they had to discuss and vote on. They
had to take time out at the congress for the delegates to read
the documents. ¥nExExkadxbeExxxrittexxmatmiyxx In any case

the voted documents did express the general line of the £&n larcha

% »
tumnx tendency which the comrades./were acquainted with. The

i i /}, [not presented]
: for a vote nor any minority

&neruci jada documents were/
report given on any point.

Une interesting poilnt at the congress was that it voted tb

AL
changhme the statutes ¢o=swad that in the future bf immme e\

Jstan 1 A&Awﬁngvi

= tendency ahd a member of the central committee Wo

w
M arrested that member mmmt be replaced by some onel of the

same tendency. In this indirect manner En Marcha confessed they
2i2xxptxre had not been a majority on the LCHA central committee
but that for factional reasons they had malntained a posture

to,uT -« [to alter.]
which thev now felt necessary‘-“\ @ripirerka

4 o‘
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Tne full membex voting members of the +CH split moxe
more or less evenly with a slight majority for &ncriicijada.

(\/’}\‘. Ao f@\.ﬁ:

Ihe surprise for both sides came in théjlarge number of organized
it
sympathlizers, City after city they declared tm by overwhelming
majorities for E£ncricijada. In total Encrucijada may have taken
as much as two thirds of all organized members and sympathizers
of the 1CH,
1

Unly in one city was e £n Marcha in a majoritye @@

<“4mammi: In the other three major ?re%s where the LCR had supporters
wen

" g A an NN [appr0x1mately] (IR of

~thre-mrembership—-wont 804, 90% and 60% 1to Bncruci jJada . frxoxEexxofxtke
SIzEXPOEXTNEXXXERDX

The explanation why the organized sympathlzees split
so favorably towards ocncrucijada is expimined.dy the-fmet that

they understood that £n Marcha had split the Lcﬂ~nut—ﬁnaruotﬁ-daﬁ
[agalnst]

"F-O\H. W-GA RN t,
and !-Wab the bureaucratic measures of the BN

Marcha fbliticalAﬁureau. Precisely because they were not necessarlly
clear on the political differences they leaned towards Encruci jada
which sought political clarity as opposed to ®r organizational

measures,
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French Communist Leayue Violates the United Lecretariay /Agrecment

No sooner had the En Marcha congress énded then the French Communist
league leadership made a declaration of full support mt to the En Marcha
ICR even implying the split was an unfortunate but necessary step in
building the Spanish trotskyist section. This statement was made awmhlaie
public in Spain (see appendix ne. 8). Thbn reprinted in Paris for the exile

‘ Communist
Spanish community abailable to the public at the Smmmuimst League headquarters
in.Paris.

This factional move was followed by several others on the part of
the majority. A campaign was launched throughout Europe at the level of
gossip accusing Encrucigada of splitting xhexi@R from the LCR towards
Lambretism. The word was passed on that En Marcha was a majority and that
Encrucijada violat%ﬁL a unanimous decision by the United Secretariat

' .
‘g refus to attend the second ICR congress. Alsojthat comrade Andres
had promoted the split and had been "sharply criticized for his scandalous
organizational intervention" by the United Secretariat.

Although these accusations were spread only orally a more moderate

gersion has finally been put into writing. (See article from Rouge

editorial board in Bulletin Ve
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q;]kiiﬁ,

In this kadetsn the Lncrucijada corades are accused of poing "against
the unanimous decision of the United Secretariat, « . o' because the
Encrucijada congress was held ~fter December,1972, The conrades of the
IEC majority tendency are careful not to menticn what the actual four point
proposal of the United Secrectariat wiasynor provide any information that would
give a "wore objective view of what was involved outside of halding a c.ngress
before the end of 1972. They fail to mention, for instance, En Marcha's
written rejection of the United Secretariat proposal.

Rekwmpwdnsimedt The documents claim that comrade Andres was '"criticized"
by the United Secretariat is rather curious, Certainly certain individual
members of the United Secretariat majority may have been displeased by
comrade Andres visit to Spain but the official record of the United Secretariat
indicates no such judgement. ( See apnendix no. 4).

But the mest ludicrous is the charge that "You (encrucijada -PC) refused
to participate in the Second Conrress of the LCR (meaning the En Marcha
con@ress- PC) that did in fact take place at the appointed time," How
could the Encrucijada courades send a delegation to the En Marcha congress

when they had been declared "exnelled" from the LCR apd instructed

exp}icitly not to send more then one observer who in turn was not allowed

f)

to speak #h any political pointl
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This type of false, and strictl: factirmal iaformation was jiven
wide circulatione To add to itlie onesr ded view presented to their ranks
the French Communist League published the Bn larcha documents in French
with a statement that they would like to have vresented the views of
Encrucijada but that no documents were available, Yet this was published
months after the SWP information bulletin was available with documents
from both sides and without any factional comments,

\{u The documents of En Marcha were printed in Quatrieme
International (nos 7,8 May-iugust 1973) which is supposely the official
organ of the IEC. Niether the IEC, the United Secretariat nor the Bureau
authorized the printing of only the En Marcha documents. The article was
titled M"Resolution on Building the LCR section of the Fourth International
in Spain" (Resolution sur le construction de la LCR co me section de la
Quatrieme Internationale en Espagne,)

At the following United Secretariat meeting a protest was registered
by the minority and the majority accepted that in the next issue of
Quatrieme Internationale they would run an equivalent article expressing
the position of Encrucijada,

Finally the United Secretariat majority blocked the publication of

meyEra two contributions by Encrucijada in the inteimational d&bate by placing



Sp{iin » o o :51 A

a parte limit for ¢ ntributions frow Spaine This is referred to amXhmktlmx

further at the end of this contributiona
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ENerycl jada Frepares the Second LOX Congress

The &ncrucijada Folitical Bureau began the preparation

\(-:‘_';.ZI'V S 1 ?\.)) . 5 TP J
of a serious)politically clear second congress of the i, They
[democratic and]
studiously distributed all documents, including those of &n Marcha.
t’ . ; 11
They established a.?Oﬁperiod of discussion which was later
[day]
extended.
Unce again they offered &n Marcha to mmtEx participate
in a parity committee, to circulate the documents to 1ts members,
and to see If a joint congress could be held. En Marcha answered
in its public organ blasting Encrucijada as the mixxmkix minority
splitters who were moving away from Trbtskyism etc.

After the public attacks, including the solidarity statement
with En Marcha by the French Communist League, Encrucijada answered
the public attacks in a long special issue of thelr paper wirtch
retred—oriy-whati the-majer—pohitivaldifferences—were,

ANELdEX LN XA NEX KR NAAX L ENAENEY X LNETEX

Among those who went with £ncrucijada were alhost all if not
all the LCR members who had not declared for either Encrucijada or
En Marcha. After the experience with £n Marcha,zm@ the French

> ,JA 6“\.&")»(‘ TE2 )

Communist League, and the Spanish Commission a certain stbewsssm

[skepticism]
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N . -~ &
Mogah o sl ?‘/ T - o 5 ; _

arose among tKE some of the comrades. L'his current was led by
[regarding the Fourth International]

comrades who had not belonged to either tendency ixzidxx including
the centeal committee member who had remained independent.

They argued that the bureaucratic methods of En Marcha and
thelr politics reflected a dead end and tkakt could not be
part of Trotskylsm. They began to look towards the Lambretist
#x for answers,

The Encruci jada leadership answered these comrades by
carefully explaining what is wrong politically with Lambretism
and why 1t was totally correct to remain in the Fourth International
although the &n lMarcha current representa8 , at that moment)the
majority in the international's leadership. They argued that omr
the L8R had to fight within the Fourth International to change
both the political errors and the mExhod organizational methods

which resulted in the split.

Dye to the new minorlity which appeared the congress

[won]
4

was again delayed as mentioned above. fowever, the minority which » -

& IM‘;; : . f N s 7 [impatient]
huppmtoﬂgnt'about 15% of the LCr (bncrucijada) became tn«nzt&nnt and began
fir um“ v i TJAMA~ e Ao

to take thelr position to the phblic.u-aaﬂattacking the positions

[At public meetings they openly attacked]
of the L€ (Encruci jada e at-mesttnsps, AELETXTrEpEaALEd XNAXNINKE X ~S0NE
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minerdby—d 0o taped -that—i1 tHE1? "VITw—the- $rroruc] Tate—+Ld—hmd
Lakemr-a oentrisépostvion by-not breainy "tomptevdiy-with
-what-tHEy SEHW - as'¥n sarchapolitios. After repeated warnings
thiey central leaders of the mbnority were expelled.
Finﬂllytfg?hgy of 1973 the m®EDR Lncrucijada congress
was held., It voted to change the name of the organization
to the Communist keague (LC). It drew a balance sheet of
the history of the €4, Discussed the question of lambretism
in depth. It presented ax vutiixExofxtke report on the
situation in Spain and the tasks of the LC, All in all it
attempted to lay a programmatic basis for the L€, As the comrades
themselves explalned thls was really their founding conference since
it was the first time a political program was belng adopted at a
congress. The IC documents tend to be long because they have
attempted to codify the principles of the Trotskylst moymem movement
for the first time in Spain since the 1930s.
No guests were present at the LC congress except a representative
for the majority and mimmoiiyx minority of the United Secretariat

(sueh representatives had also been present at the £n Marcha congress.)

I'ne congress rejected allowing an £n Marcha representative to attend
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because they had rejected all the proposals of £ncrucijada
which would have permitted them to prExExtxtheir participate

in the congress. The congress recognized that t £n Marchaj
realizing it was a minority’had split from the organization and
had declared its public intention to fight the Encrucijada
majority as an opponent organization., ¥kxt #mExrxzijads The

LC nad no cholce but to recognize this reality and fight to

defend 1ts otganlzation.
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Canclusions

Ine &n Marcha faction provoked the split in Spain. They
were immediately supported by the entire I&C lgjority faction.
No leader in the IEC majority differentiated from the action

by

of &n Marcha or the public support of £n Marcha s the French
Communist League.

At no time did an IEC majority fagtion leader attempt to
discuss with the comrades of Encrucijada to try and help
reach an agreement to prevent the split. The attack by En Marcha
against the one correct objective act of the United Secretariat,

s

M 1ts four point proposal passed in OctoberY was not criticized
by any IEC majority representative.

We are forced to draw the conclusion that either the
I8C majority was belng hypocritical when it voted for the
four points in Yctober or that hhere were sharp differences
between different sectors of the 1EC majority and that those
seeking a split in Spain put the others under disciplime to
remain silent in factional solidarity.

In any case Spain is ndadded to the growing list of

. ég;

splits whereexxmxex the IEC majority fact}égst: a minerity.
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These minorityes would reconsider splitting if they did not have
khowledge of the full support of the I&C majority faction. In
Spain this was quite clear. Would the En Marcha comrades have
gone againct the United Secretariat proposals ®#if unless they knew
they had the back handed support of atleast a major sector of *he
IsC majority faction ? imm It is very doubtful.
~AetFS
Al e g el B on ~campatEn- +1Bupport of En Marcha

“and-apainet-Snonveiggda- whtoh-bogan the~very day -of—the-spiit

Pwa Experiences

Since the split the differences between the two organizations
have become clearer in their activities. The differencefreflect
the two ovposing international lines regarding the construction
of the party in Burope.

The #pexmextxxaxsx positions and analysis of the Spanish
comrades are now avallable, from both sides, in international
bulletins. Unfortunately the United Secretariat majority tried
to suppress some of the major contributions from Spain. They
insisted that there be a total limlt of 25 pages for contributions

from each side in Spain. Why such a limitation should be put
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on any country 18 not clear. In any case if there was any countfy
in which such a limit was objectively wrong for the needs of
the international waxx 1t was Spain. for one Rpmim the comrades
in Spain must function under totally illegality and therefore 1t is
Bxredtx difficult for comrades outside of Spain to become acquainted
with their positions. Secondly the developments in Spain reflect
directly and very importanlly on the differencesinside the
Fourth»intknxx International. And lastly the demand by many
comrades t®» for a clear political and organizational explanation
of the split in Spain is completely mhbgEztt justifiable.

Although the United Secretariat ban on contributions over
25 pages from Spain may prevent =@ certain docugents being
available in French and thus reaching the majority of the ranks of
xnx® the 1EC majority faction they are now available in English,

The documents from Spain avallable in English are the

following:?

"B¥ Political differences are usually best understood by



Spain « . . 36
how they reflect themselves in concrete events, in action. In a
certaln sense we are now witnesssing in Spain the same process
which took place in Argentina after the last world congre s,

In Argentina a split tookl place. Bwth sides declared they had
a majority. Four year later the political differences became
clear not only because of written documents by thelr own activity.
Axxxkexorx One proved not to be Trotskyist and 1is, today
prtE fighting against the Fourth International outside of its
ranks. The other organization is today the largest Trotskyist
party in our world movement,

Although it may be hard, at first, to confirm all the
facts, as 1t was in Argentina, partially due to the difficult
conditions of illegallty, gradually certain uncontested facts
become avallable that help comrades understand the political
differences,

In this contribution I have referred to the political
differences only to help clarify the organizational process of
the split. ¥ErimtuiyxirexpopixyroitiieatxRiffErEXCERXAXEXLIEX

uxpdexriytngxx Uf course, comrades should read caréfully the

documents of both sides to best understand the differences
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at the time of the split and their later evolution,

Lo end 1 would like to refer to the most reason event
st @ s oV vy ,/ [gives one indication of] [now]
which melsswelear 'the dlrection the &n “archa comrades are & /M-
heading;x ’he assassination of the Spanish prime minister
Carrero Blanco was a classical example of a terrorist act.

.bn barcha

Ihe'lCR 1n Spain not only save this action "total support”

but justified 1t with all the arguments of the terrorist.

Thzgtvslrtvt=t action they hold will ¥ be an "impetus" to the

masses, 1t brought "terror and consternation" to the ruling

classes and the masses "will understand" the "effects" such

"an individual action” has "produced." They even imply this
"sharpen"the"contradictions” in

action will rreatexzxzerxizix for the ruling class in replacing

the individual in the top governmental post,

Tne question here is not one of tactics but the principles

of YMarxism} (see appendix no. 9)
January 20,1974

Post Script? Several documents x® on the recent split in the

ETA VI gnd its unification with the LCR - LC are included. Theseé

are self explanatory (see appendix 10.)



GARTA A 10S MIIITANIES DF LA 10R DRD SDs. ANDRES DEL S.U.

Vo o girculer entre-les miombros deé lo IGR,1lo carta del BP dirigide el SU.
Yo guisiero presentar uno sclerociédn,no tonts pers responder a 1a citoda
Qerta,primero_porquo ns tengo copios y segundo porquc me prrece mejor hecer
une contribucidn poro ver si nos nodemds entender mojor todos los cdes, ’

Desde la fundacidn de lo I. con su opciln pox To IV dosde hocc 2 ofios
¥ medio,ningdn dibigentc dcl SWP de los FEUU o de.lo mosicidn minoriterio
sobre L,A, en cl 3U ha tenido lo oporturidsd dc visitor Espofio.Hosta que
en julio de estc ofio,2 micmbros del (C,uno de coda tend. me inviteron o mi
a visiter Espofic.Bn Cotubre de 197 .1 Duzd 4l ST decidid que yo y otro .
cda, de 1o dircceidn de 1o IV visitorion Rrpafia en ¢l ticmpo delo fieste,
que se suponfa tendrfo lugor » finalces de zctubre, : ;

Al lleger o Esp. hablé inmedivtamente con el BF y discutimos las 'rezo«
nes de mi visite.Yo me puse de scuerdo con tudos los recomendsciones que
ellos me hicieron.Despues de une discusidn cun los dirigentes -de les” dos
tendencias,me di cuenta de lo sitwocidén un poco tends que existis dentro
de 18 org.: 1)En Espofia se hobfa formcdo un grup> de cusdros muy firme e
implantado en el mov. dc masas corn exnericncia en la luchoe-de clases,que
daba una persnective may optimists pora el decsrrollo de un portido trots~-
kista, 2)F1 grupn,cae opid por 1o IV hocs sclomente dos efins,tenis
folta de experiencis en @lgun oesnecty de los mormas de un poartido leninisto
a nesor de que tenfo much: cxperiencia cu otrss egpectos de la lucho de
clases.Una luchd tendencial hebfa apirecido,con repercusiones organizetivas n

y uns serie de errorcs sc hobfon cca tids por vorte de los dos tendenelas
en les normos de funcionnmientc,en wr— situsciin ée este Hino.Por un lado,

lo tend. encrucijads no estoba poarticipoando o nivel de direccidn en el BP
y en este sentido,fallaba su respimsohilidod por <1 funcioncmiento de lo org.
Un error de este tipo tenfn que reflejorse en 1o tose de los que general-
mente apoyaban las posiciones de lo encre.,se reflejorfo en uno actitud
negotiva hocio los resnonesbilidodes en 1o org.Por otro lodo,la tendencis zwm
"en morcho" controlondo el BP extnbo trotondo de resolver un problema
esenciolmente politic: ~zn hochos cogrizotives,ln cucld llevabo o esta di-
receidn o romper con algunas normes democriticos.El problema esencisl pere
la Ligo es que todavio no he %cnido uno fiesto que vote documentos clari-
ficondo su progreme,estrategio § tucticos.Todns los demos problemas tienen
que estor subordinados a conseguir cleridad poclitica,pero al mismo tiempo
hay que lograr que lo org. sigp runcionondo e interviniendd,duronte la

etops de discusi®n.

La direccidn “"en marcha" emoperd a tomor slgunosg decisiones orgsni-
zatives contra 1o otro tendenciso.BEsios fueron:l)Qui*$ miembros de la otro
tend, de algunos cuerpos de direccidn.2)lespues de lo coide de un miembro %
del CC en menos de la pilicis,al sustituir ¢ est. miembro "encruc." por un
"ex’ marcho" cambid lo relocidn entre les dds tead, en €l CC,po>niendo en
dude cuel de les dos tendenciss tenfa lo moysrfa,.3)Decidid que las tend. no
pueden tener reuniones & escala nacionel por su cusnitao,paran clorificer sus
drcumentos para la fiesta,

Ilevsd @ cabo estos tres puntos com el anmoyo formal de 1la temd. -
Yencrucij.".Pero esto n» hace que estes tres medidas sean correctas,el
c¢itrario,lo que pruebs es que las dos tend. tenfen algunos conceptos in-
correctos."En mercha " fué todevia mas 2114 en uns reunidn del BP del 24
de octubre,cusndo decidis gue los nils, de lc org. no podisn voter por los
documentos de lo otra itend., porque habfo 1lcgado unos diex dias mas o menos
despues del dia fijodo pore le ontrers do documentos.la tend., "en mercha®
hab{s entregado dra dnecumentas .~ < mre 3o antubre.que junto con un tercer
documento anterior,scrvin 4. bose parn el votn ogue define su tendencia,
Aunque el documento de lo "encrucijrdi" llegd solancniec unos diez dias
tarde,despues de los documentos de ™. wsrcha",sl BP dccide que no se po-
dris votor por el texto "“encrucij.".

El BP plrnificabe hacer una fiesta circo gemanas despues de la
llegade de sus Ascumerins a 1lc bose {(en olgunos ciudades los textos llego-
rfen incluso mac %terde).Pecr soéavia la vatacisn pare delegodos 8 le fies-
ta y por lece documentng,se hoc{a solamente en tres semanos. _

Lo sctitud de las dos tend. y 1ss acciones del BP de trater de
tener uns . fiests sin uss discusidn reol sobre las diferencias politices
dentro de lo lige,llevcha a 1r << on una direccidn muy peligrose.



Lo coloboracidn entre las dns tendercins era cedes vez menor ¥y los conflics
to8 se hacfen mos y mas orgenizativos impidiendo una discusidn politica.
Bajo estas condiciones yo hice la siguicnte propueste a las dos tendenciass
1)Que trntaron de funcionar conjuntomente o nivel de direccisn para mante-
ner el funcionomiento y la intervenci‘n de 1o osrg. antes de la fiesto,
2)Que tretoran de hacer un plin real pore 1o fiesto,aceptodd por lag dos
“Yendencias,para tener suficiente ticmpo ntro une discusidn sustoncisl sobre
las diferencios politicas y pore que la fiesto sco- democrftice y los resul-
'tados oceptodos por laos dos tendenciss.

Para logrer esty yo propuse los siguicntes puntos concretos:

8)Que la fiesta se prspongn hasto una focha de comun acuerd> entre las dos.
b)Que se formera una comisién paritoria poro lo preperacidn de la fiestoe.
c)Que se formara un BP con porticipsci’n de ambas tendencios.Mi propueste
fué un BP nariterio. .

d)Que las drs tendencias perticipen y osumen rcsponsabilidedes en todos los
cuernos de direccidn (especialmente comites provincisles).

e)Que las dos tendencias cierren sus filas en solideridad absoluta frente

2 cualquier intervencifn de la pilicfa 2 cuelquier nivel,concretamente,que
ninguna de las- dos tendencias en ecto situacidn delicade sproveche fraceip
nalmente la represifn.Por ej. cambior les relaciones tendincisles en el CC,
f)Que las drs ‘tendenciss discutieran estos puntos,los picnsen y monden re-
presentantes 2 uns reunisdn del SU,para ver los plenteamientos que yendrd

el SU en su conjunto,

Entonces me dirig{ a Londrcs pars hablar con el c. M. y 2 Peris
nare hablar con los cdas, franceses del SU y con los cdes. que normelmente
tienen contact» con Espofin,sobre mi propuesto.Tambien hice los erreglos
necesarios porn que nmudiersn reclizo¥ un viaje los representantes de las
dos tendencias pare une veunidn con el SULY %ebo agreger que cste cuerpo
esté normelmente contro mis mmsiciones sobre diversas temas,Pero yo hice
estos propucstos y troté de coloborar con todos los cdos. prrque me parecia
que ero objetivemente necesorio y ¢n interes del grupo de Espofia y de ls
IV.Me parecif que este tipo de funcinnamiento erc correcto en este tipo de
circunstacias.la tend. cncrucijnds aceptd lc critice que le hice a su fun-
cionemients y ellos hicieron une prrpuesta de 6 puntos poia lograr el obje-
tivy de un mejor funcionemient- e intervencidn y una fiesta rcal,y colabo-
racidn con la otra tend.Los cdas. de "en morcha™ hiciernon un BP el 24 de
Oct. y rechazoron cl contenids de 1o propucstoe que les hice,except> en el
punto referente a la reunidn del SU pore discutirlo mos.las dis tend. re-
‘chazaron la pripuesta de formocidn de un BP pariterio com> propuestea gque
no prdfa dar resultados en su practica y fuera de les normes Hrgenizatives
correctos,La tend. "en marcha" en perticuler hizo nmator que esta formula-
cién y concepto les porecfa incorrccto.Yo acepté la critice que me hicieron
los cdes.Ve perece que su punto de vista sobre estc aspect> de 1o propuesta
era correcto,

Lo reunidn del SU pronuso undnimemente 1o siguicente:
1)Que 1o fiesta se posponge al menos un mes despues del tiempo fijodo por
el BP,per> que trate de celebrorla entes de fines de afio.
2)Que 1os drcumentos de las dds tcnd. se consideren en discusisn y se votenm
3)Que se forme una comisidn periterin pore le prevaracifn de la fiesta.
4)Que se frrme un BP de las doe tendencios respetando 1o moyorfa o le tend.
que la tenga en el CC, .

Yo creo que estos propuestas sin obj tivemente neceserias pore el grupd de
Espofia,
. Paro terminor yo quisiern hncer noter lo actitud responseble y
fraternsl que han tenido los cdas, de "en morcho",que oungue tuvimos slgunos
diferencias en la discusidn de mi propucsto,estos cdas. me hen tratado_de
une f£ormo absolutomente correcta,y que hon expresado su deseo de r?con31de—
rar sus posiciones despucs de lo discusi’n con el SU,En una situscisn de
este tipo ve o ser necesorin un esfuerzoy fuerte de los drs lndns para mentcHs
ner el funcijnemients del grupos c¢n su conjunto en Esp, y para preparar unoi
fiesto real,y para noder selir dc la fiesta con un voto mayoriterio acep-
tado mor las dds tendencias y con una Hrg. unida pare continuar la lucha y
seguir anrendiendo del procesos de la lucha de clases en Espefia,Y podex formm
mer el Partido de masas trotskiste revolucionario del futur», de Espaiia.

Con s»hliderided revolucicnoria wfic, AAdTER Detubre

PS.En el espiritu de 1o discusisn del SU y de uno propueste de la tend,"en
marche yo he terminadi mi visite,esperando regrcsary despues de la fiesta



con un representante del punto de vista de la mayrria del SU sobre LA,

para poder discutir las diferencias dentro de la Internacional uobre -
América Latina (I4).

NOTA: EL PRESENTE TEXTO E$ EL "DOSSIER DEL a
ULTIMO SENADO", EN EL NO FIGURAN LAS |
ACTAS —-DE NINGUNA DE LAS TENDENCIAS- |
POR NO HABERSE RECIBIDO AUN LAS DE LA |
TENUENCIA "NU:ZVA ENCRUCIJADA", SE ES-
PERARA UN PLAZU PRUDENCIAL, Y DE NO -
RECIBIRSE SE EDITARAN COMO SEPARATA -
LAS DE LA TENDENCIA "EN MARCHA".
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