that such general labelling was beside the point and irrele-
vant, they replied: “There, that’s the root of the problem.
All these months you have secretly believed that we were
not Marxists!’

'l‘hefuutheymadeabunm.ﬂlanddaaipﬁon&‘

them as centrist emerged in the same way — with even
less justification. In fact we didn't and don't characterise

them as centrist. Though such s description of them would

not outrage our theoretical consciences, it is not very use-
ful. Theym:gtoupofmeveryseeuﬁmrwoluﬁon-
aries undergoing s prolonged process of political disinte-
gration. Anyway, as s matter of fact and contrary to those
who build an interpretation of the fzilure of the fusion on
it, we never called them centrist!

Thornett’s co-thinker John Lister put it more candidly:
“‘given... a change in the majorisy control of League lead-
ingbadies.itwouubeposslbletouniteinndemocuﬁc
centralist relationship snd a common party with the expel-
led 35". The root of the split was the Thornett group’s
inability to accept any status in the WSL except that of a
majority, But they were only about 25 per cent of the
organisation. g

THE COLD SPLIT

For months they had been operating an ‘internal seces-
sion’ and cold split in the League. They had retired from
all erganisational responsibility in the League: Thornett
had never performed the work of industrial organiser,
and their representative as joint editor of the weekly paper
walked out of the job at the beginning of January 1984,
They had for many months operated as an extremely
hostile — indeed, almost Spartacist-like, i it were not for
their lack of political drive and self-confidence — internal
facdon. Their main business in the League was agitation
and denunciation of the majority in the style made notor-
iousonthebmadcrlehinthe'ﬁ&md"lﬂsbytheir
mother organisation, the SLL/WRP. For example, they
denounced the majority leadership as “‘worse than the

- trade upion bureaucracy’’.

. ‘This agitation, and the breskdown of practical collaborg-
tion, escalated decisively from December 1983, From Jan-
urytheycampaignedforthehagmmminwudsm
hold its fifth conference in 18 months {the previous one
was in August 1983). This campaign culminated, after the
miners’ strike had started, in the call for a special confer-
ence ‘on the internal situation’. :

When Thornett was asked on the Executive Commiites
whatpropoulstheywlshedtopntwthkspeddeunfer-
ence,herepﬂedth;tﬂnyh_adnotdecidedqdinmycue
would not tell us. Sometwoweehla&rtheyenmeout
with theirproponls—vquemdnndm.bntessenﬁaﬂy
proposing to turn the organisation into some sort of feder-
ation, Themajudemudwuhruagpemﬁa:enoes—
or ‘aggregates’ which could on demand be turned into
conferences — every three months, e -

The substance of the agitation about the ‘internal situa-
tion’ was grievances that they had been agitating sbout
formonths.likethednimthlt'ﬂmmettmbehg ‘sup-
pressed” when he was asked o cut & presentation of his
minority view of the TUC and the NGA crisis from four
fullpllﬂoftheweehypnperdownmmmnplgesl

: Anthenomdrightsofaminoﬁty—mmthehtemal
Bulletin and to internal meetings, representation on lead-
ing committees, etc. — were and had been theirs without
dispute. And Thomett had never had snything rejer
for the weekly paper. Essentially, the charge- that they
were being ‘suppressed’ expressed Thornett's resentment
that others had the right to reply to and criticise his views
in the weekly paper. Here, as on most issues in didpute,
the core demand of Thornett and ‘Jones’ was for privileg-
esmdutecognisedspedﬂsum‘s.‘ o |

They had no chance of winning anything important at &
special conference, and they didn’t think they would win

‘Page$

- for the NC to sbdicate its d

anything. They needed a conference to keep tie factional
pot boiling and to keep their people together. Many of
Thornett’s supporters who took his wild denunciations ser-
iously, and were therefore extremely alienated from the
League, had dropped out of the organisation in 1983.

Clearly the Thornett group placed their internal faction-
al concerns sbove the League’s capacity to function in the
class struggle. T

But the decision by the majority that things had to be
sorted out with them one way or another transformed
them overnight into shining champions of ‘unity’ and ‘the
fusion®. On that basis they rallied a Yew people outside the
nngsoitheirfwﬁonmdhunchedn‘nnitxclw’-

On March 25 they met as a faction in a nationsl confer-
ence and decided what the faction.would do in the next
period. They decided that they could do it best by formally
dissolvinguafwion.whikofmnmewmup
would continue to exist. Then, jointly, with 2 few of the
faction’s fellow-travellers and others who were in general
politics opponents of the faction, they launched the unity
campaign.

Atthesameﬁmethaymalgmamdinwthennnycam-
paignaseﬂegofptmﬂsforthe;spedﬂconfem. As -
noted above, though muddily formulated, these proposals
meant transforming the organisation into s loose federa-
tion. Thuewouldbet!meotbur‘naﬁomlw’:'
year.Therewouldbeaeomdmﬂculﬂaht(qrwmethh;
very close to it} of access to the public press for minorities
— combined with recognition of 2 special status for two
key issues on which Thornett was in & minority, Afghani-
stan and the theory of imperislism. On these not even the
miajority conldpnbﬁshitsvicwsinthepublicpreu!

in fact, according to the custom and practice brought’
intothenewWSLbyﬂrel—CL.minotidesmﬂyeoﬂd
put their view in the public press. This practice was resist-
edmd.opposedbythe’l‘hmettmpbdomtheybme
the minority,bmi;,eﬁmedmdtheynseditubunny. How-
ever, to give minorities a constitutional, or quasi-constitu-
tional, right o' such access would be to destroy the possi-
bility of the League speaking with one clear voice when-
ever the leading committees thought it necessary.

- AN EXPULSION IN NAME ONLY

The Thornett group did not, to be fair — and the careful
waytheyexpmsedthemndvnﬂwwedit-—alouﬂy
deny that a split was unavoidable. They based their agita-
tion sgainst & split on the proposition thst only ‘a full
confemncedﬂzehamcmﬂddecﬁewexpdthm.&u
theconsﬂtutiontheyhadhelpeddn&sddothmhe,md.
the Nationai Committee chose to exercise its constitutiona) ’
right to deal with them. The alternstive would have been '
delegated responsibility and let
the League dissolve into' factionsl chaos — just as the

'minm'strikewaopeuingupthebiggutmngclm
"battles in Britain for many years. Such & calmination of the

fusion — paralysis in the miners’ strike — would inevi-
tably have resulted in the unavoidable split by another
route. .

The last possible basis for a salvaging of the fusion
agreed in July 1981 had been the terms laid down to the
faction by the NC on March 10, As far as the majority was
concerned, they would cither agree to_those terms or
‘part comgpany with us. By their collective decision to pre- .
tend to dissclve and to become an underground {(and
therefore illegal) faction, they gave a clear collective
answer to the NC. o f

And 5o we ejected the Thormett group from the WSL. &

'wasancxpuhioninnmeonly.lnnmﬂs_efndm

‘had long ago broken down, legying two irreconcilable
groups within the framework of the WSL. The June 30-
Julyll%wnfuen&ﬁmWSLtﬁuﬁmingw
Thornett and "Jones” speak and answer questions for an



