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We appreciate comrades of the Revolutionary Commu-
nist Organisation (RCO) taking the time to respond to our 
criticisms laid out in Red Battler No. 2 (Summer 2024/25). 
Anthony Furia’s article (“Party first, then split the class,” 
Partisan! No. 7) is correct to highlight many of the real 
and deep problems that have plagued the left for decades. 
In particular, we concur with his assessment of the left as 
“a fragmented, disorganised mess” whose combined social 
weight is dwarfed by the Laborite behemoth. For decades the 
left has dwindled and splintered and now, on the precipice of 
major world shocks, stands confused and isolated. To repel 
further blows it is imperative that there is a fight to, as Furia 
says, “[clean] up our own backyard” and change course. The 
question is, how? 

Breaking down the sectarian barriers that exist on the left 
is critical, from struggling for united-front efforts to engag-
ing in discussion and debate for the sake of programmatic 
clarification. Fundamentally, however, breaking the left from 
its fractured and weak state requires breaking with the strat-
egy that has led us to this juncture. As Furia’s article puts it, 
it requires a fight for the “reunification of the communist left 
on a revolutionary program” (our emphasis). We agree. Only 
on this foundation can we build a party capable of breaking 
the working class from Laborism. However, the RCO fails to 
live up to these words. While recognising the crisis facing 
the left, the RCO fails to put forward a program that can 
fight for a way out. In fact, they repeat many of the same 
mistakes that have haunted the rest of the left, including our 
own tendency until recently. This is the “stark distinction” 
between our strategies which this exchange illuminates. 

So, what is the source of the disorganised state of today’s 
left? The past three decades have been characterised by 
the hegemony of the American empire, with its ideological 
bedrock in post-Soviet liberalism. The Australian ruling 
class adopted this ideology as its own, using it to justify 
their attacks on the workers movement—further putting the 
unions in a straitjacket while overseeing the continued dein-
dustralisation and privatisation of key industries. Far from 
fighting this course, the Laborite union leaders were firmly 
hitched to it. Dragged through the mud by “leaders” incapa-
ble of fighting for their interests, workers began to leave the 
unions en masse. The resulting state of the workers move-
ment is self-evident. 

The left too adopted this liberalism. Most of them tailed 
the “left” wing of the labour bureaucracy. Often they went 

even further, colouring themselves Green in their pursuit 
of alliances with liberal elements. Others on the left clung 
to empty revolutionary rhetoric and doctrinal purity while 
doing nothing to break the working class from this trajec-
tory (as was the case with our tendency before reorientation). 
Thus, the left tied themselves to forces subordinate to the 
ruling class or had nothing to offer in counterposition. Con-
sequently, workers repelled by the liberal order and its labour 
lieutenants did not see the left as an alternative but rejected 
them along with it. The rump of the workers movement 
remained solidly shackled to the Laborite misleadership that 
allowed this to happen in the first place. 

The result of all of this is a fragmented left, cannibalised 
over the course of decades. This trend has only accelerated in 
the face of a rapidly changing world in which right-wing pop-
ulism is in ascendance. The disorganised and splintered state 
of the left is not the result of mere sectarianism (although that 
is certainly a big contributor), neither is it just an organisa-
tional question. It is a symptom of programmatic bankruptcy. 
“Cleaning up our own backyard” means fighting for a break 
with the leaders who have dragged us down this path. This 
will not and cannot be achieved with high-sounding words 
against Laborism but by putting forward, at each juncture, a 
strategy and perspective to advance the interests of workers 
and the oppressed, demonstrating concretely the superiority 
of our revolutionary strategy to that of the Laborites. This 
demands a program that facilitates just this, that acts as a 
guide to action—assimilates the lessons of yesterday, assesses 
the balance of class forces today, outlines the obstacles and 
puts forward tasks accordingly. In other words, a revolution-
ary program. It is this we have sought to put forward in “The 
Breakdown of U.S. Hegemony & the Struggle for Workers 
Power” (Spartacist No. 68, September 2023) and the pro-
grammatic documents included in both issues of Red Battler. 

This doesn’t mean, as Furia argues, that we have illusions 
that the workers movement will magically flock to our ban-
ner en masse by virtue of a “sacrosanct ‘correct line’ and 
program.” Neither does it mean “putting the cart far before 
the horse,” ignoring the rest of the left in favour of going 
“directly to the masses”—or doing “entryism into Labor” 
for that matter. In fact, the fight for revolutionary regroup-
ment (as with the SL/A and Bolshevik-Leninist fusion) and 
engagement with others on the left has been central to our 
recent work, as we are sure RCO members will recall in light 
of our recent joint united-front actions. What we are arguing 
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is that it is only on the basis of struggling to advance the 
interests of the class and break it from its liberal-Laborite 
misleadership that we can cohere the forces in the left and 
workers movement necessary to do so. It is precisely because 
the RCO rejects this perspective that they see-saw between 
grand (but empty) proclamations against the Laborite lead-
ership and latching on to these very leaders when offering a 
“concrete approach.” The two examples comrade Furia takes 
up—the 2024 Queensland elections and the takeover of the 
CFMEU—are indicative.  

Take for instance the state takeover of the CFMEU. The 
RCO and the SL/A both recognised that the union needed to 
be defended. Both were also quick to criticise the CFMEU 
leadership. But where we diverge is precisely on how we 
took on said leadership. In the face of openly union-busting 
moves by the state, most militant workers believed that the 
CFMEU leadership would “shut the city down” and fight to 
the bitter end. The SL/A sought to demonstrate that confront-
ing the Labor government was contrary to the very core of 
the CFMEU leadership’s Laborite program, and that in fact 
this leadership constituted the main obstacle to defending 
the union. Not only did we say this, we fought for CFMEU 
workers to take the initiative and fight for a class-struggle 
defence of their union, which could have drawn a line and 
exposed which side the union bureaucrats were really on. 
This offered a path forward to advance the class and dispel 

in practice the illusions workers had. 
In contrast, the RCO penned plenty of fine words calling 

to defend the CFMEU and declaring their desire for revolu-
tion. But when it came to showing why revolutionary lead-
ership was critical at that moment to defend the CFMEU? 
Nothing! Instead, the RCO substituted little more than a 
wagging of the finger at the CFMEU leadership for being 
corrupt and class-collaborationist. That is all fine and dandy, 
but CFMEU militants do not have illusions in their leader-
ship because they think they oppose class collaboration, or 
because they see them as being squeaky clean. They have 
illusions that the strategy of the CFMEU leadership is one 
that can advance or at least defend their conditions. At the 
critical moment that meant believing Setka, Ravbar and 
Smith would defend the CFMEU as a whole from state 
attack. If you do not fight to expose these beliefs, you are 
leaving CFMEU members in the hands of the very bureau-
crats who handed the union over to the state administration.  

As for last year’s Queensland elections, in which the RCO 
called for “preferencing the Greens and Labor ahead of all 
other candidates” (Partisan! No. 3), Furia opines “why the 
fuss when we offer a concrete approach to the election?” 
The answer is simple. The federal Labor government backed 
by their Queensland counterparts had just enacted one of 
the biggest attacks on the working class in generations. 
They showed themselves to be open servants of the bosses, 

In the January edi-
tion of ‘Red Battler’, the 
publication of the Spart-
acist League in Austra-
lia, two articles mention 
and mount a critique 
of the Revolutionary 
Communist Organisa-
tion (RCO). The first (titled “Abolish the monarchy! For a 
workers republic!”) is a reproduction of a speech given by 
one comrade C. Bourchier at a speak-out organised by the 
RCO against the king’s visit in October, which criticises the 
RCO for supposedly “falling in behind the ALP” due to our 
Queensland election statement, and alleged refusal to fight 
for the leadership of the working class. The second article 
(titled “CFMEU takeover: “What the f**k happened?””) is 
a critique of the RCO’s ‘intervention’ into the Defend the 
CFMEU movement, based on a misunderstanding of our 
aims when engaging with such a movement. Both arti-
cles illuminate a stark distinction between the strategy of 
the RCO and the Spartacist League. A distinction that, in 
responding to these critiques, can be illustrated clearly and 
directly, instead of being danced around haphazardly.

C. Bourchier in their speech on the need for a republic 
alleges that the RCO falls short of establishing the need for rev-
olutionary republicanism due to our failure to recognise the 
main enemy as the ‘current leadership of the working-class 
movement’. Supposedly, this is illustrated in our Queensland 
election statement, where the RCO encourages communists 
to preference Labor and the Greens above the LNP in areas 
where there are no socialist candidates running.

This should not be a controversial position to hold – the 
Spartacists themselves have consistently accused the RCO of 
‘revolutionary phrase-mongering’, so why the fuss when we 
offer a concrete approach to the election? Because it inter-
feres with the current project of the Spartacists: entryism 
into Labor and the ACTU to force a split. Regardless of 
whether directing our 30-odd Queensland members to pref-

erence Labor ahead of the 
LNP is significant in bol-
stering the power of Labor 
over the working-class 
movement (it isn’t), what is 
betrayed here is the Sparta-
cist strategy. That is, their 
belief that, in going directly 

to the (organised) masses in terms of the unions and ‘work-
ing class movement’ of Labor, presenting them with the 
sacrosanct ‘correct line’ and program, they can build them-
selves a communist party by splitting the working class from 
Labor.

This, in addition to being wholly typical of a Trotsky-
ist sect, is putting the cart far before the horse. With what 
cohered communist forces will the Spartacist League inter-
vene into Labor? With what mass base of organised cadres 
and workers? None. The Spartacist League, an organisation 
of at most 50 or so active members (this is a generous guess), 
aims to split the leviathan Labor Party through intervention 
with a ‘correct theoretical program’. When first approached 
with an offer by the Spartacist League to conduct joint work 
on this project of Labor interventionism, we were, to say the 
least, perplexed. The Australian communist left is a frag-
mented, disorganised mess. Yet we were supposed to break 
the working class from Labor, from a bourgeois workers 
party with immense capital and bureaucratic control, before 
cleaning up our own backyard? This seemed not only tacti-
cally impossible but strategically unwise.

It is entirely possible that the Spartacist League will gain, 
or perhaps even already has gained, members and fellow 
travelers thanks to this intervention. There is no doubt that 
there are communists and workers within and around Labor 
who desire organisation and direction, and there should be 
a coherent response to this from the communist left in Aus-
tralia. The RCO should indeed be seeking, when it can, 
to organise cells within Labor and around it – in unions 
controlled by it, and branches with communists in them. 

From the RCO’s Partisan! No. 7

Party first, then split the class
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But this cannot be the central basis of our strategy when 
we are wholly devoid of a unified communist party; of a 
communist left capable of cohering itself and preparing for 
a break with Laborism.

This same common organisational error of emphasising 
a particular tactic (intervention into Labor) and elevating 
it to a strategic level (splitting the Labor party) is repeated 
in the second critique elevated against the RCO. Based 
on our ‘intervention’ into the CFMEU struggle, the first 
paragraph of this critique (not the first paragraph of the 
article) is semantic. Such a paragraph argues that the RCO 
was wrong to identify the obvious, well-documented con-
nections between CFMEU leadership, fascist sympathisers, 
and organised crime. For a group so intent on splitting the 
working class from its bureaucratic leadership, it is fasci-
nating to see the Spartacists so keen on defending such a 
leadership from the most levelheaded and reasonable of crit-
icisms. These affiliations are statements of fact and con-
tributed to Labor’s justification to place the CFMEU into 
administration. The notion that communists must demon-
strate they have ‘something to offer’ the union struggle by 
uncritically backing the class-collaborationist leadership of 
the CFMEU is absurd, particularly given the RCO’s clear 
call for an immediate defence of the CFMEU from the 
threat of administration.

The next three paragraphs of criticism leveled against 
the RCO reveal, once more, the central claim that the RCO 
failed to propose a “strategy to break the working class from 
their left Laborite misleaders.” As luck would have it, the 
Spartacists themselves do propose such a strategy! How con-
venient for the communist left.

The truly problematic content here comes in the penul-
timate paragraph, in which the Spartacists (in troublingly 
vague terms) highlight how their “concrete path of action…
struck a chord among broad layers of construction militants 
at different times because, while always guided by the final 
socialist goal, it was grounded at all times in a materialist 
appraisal of the shifting balance of contending class forces.” 

Ignoring the somewhat crude use of ‘materialist’ to simply 
describe ‘understanding current events’, it is only fair to 
ask; why did the Spartacists fail to prevent the adminis-
tration of the CFMEU? If their program was so perfectly 
centred on breaking workers from “the death grip of their 
Laborite misleaders” what happened? Could it perhaps be 
that the Spartacists are not of an adequate size to effect 
immense, mass-political change? Could it perhaps be that 
for any intervention into something such as the Defend the 
CFMEU campaign beyond one aimed at recruiting sympa-
thetic layers to be successful, it would have to be waged by 
a mass-mobilised, cohered left?

Yet if this were the case, it would endanger the entirety of 
the Spartacists’ strategy – it would mean a shifting of tasks; 
a reorientation. If one believed that the crucial task was the 
formation of a communist party partly precisely in order to 
break the workers from Laborism, then perhaps one would 
be focused on the conscious construction of such a party. 
On the construction of such a party instead of say, on inter-
vention as a singular sect in a sea of sects on a ‘program’ 
that really exemplifies a fetishised tactic into a movement 
far beyond the scope or ability of any such a sect. The work 
of the RCO is precisely this reunification of the communist 
left on a revolutionary program – the reconstruction of a 
communist party. Yes, Labor is one of the most significant 
roadblocks to workers power in Australia – yet some road-
blocks are further along the road to power than others.

Attempts to go ‘directly to the masses’ – to organise a 
party on the basis of a single sect intervening into the class 
and the class alone, have failed historically and continue to 
fail every moment that Socialist Alternative, Socialist Alli-
ance, Solidarity, the Spartacist League, Red Ant, Red Spark, 
the CPA, the ACP, and the RCO (to name but a few) continue 
to exist. We cannot hope to split workers en-masse without a 
communist party, without organising ourselves first, without 
clarifying our positions, priorities, and orientation through 
debate and discussion, and unifying based on a revolution-
ary program. n

prepared to go after their own base to prove their subservi-
ence. In response, much of this base reacted in outrage and 
was looking for a (genuinely) working-class alternative. To 
call on workers to vote for Labor in this context was to do 
the union bureaucrats’ job of dragging the working class 

kicking and screaming back to the Labor government that 
had just betrayed them. To call to vote for the Greens was a 
call to direct working-class anger back into the hands of the 
liberals. Instead of being seen as an alternative, this strategy 
keeps the left discredited as little more than hangers-on to 

It has been weeks since the “Building Bad” media 
hitjob launched against the CFMEU’s construction 
division. The Labor government, with the backing 
of the ACTU, is moving to put the union into exter-
nal administration. A state-  appointed administrator, to 
be in place for years, will be empowered to sack all 
elected officials and to seize union assets at will. New 
and existing CFMEU EBAs are now subject to a Fair 
Work monitored “special process.” This is the culmi-
nation of years of attacks from Royal Commissions to 
the ABCC—threatening not just legal action against a 
few union officials but a hostile takeover of the union 
itself. A CFMEU “under administration” would send a 
chilling message that any union sticking their neck out 
could be subjected to a similar fate. This is an outrage! 
The attack on the CFMEU is an attack on the entire 
working class and must be defeated—which can only 
be achieved through class-struggle action against the 
Labor government.What has the CFMEU leadership done instead? Vic-
torian Secretary John Setka jumped ship, resigning 
immediately. The sharpest response has been from 
Queensland Secretary Michael Ravbar who rebuked 
Albanese and other “ladder-  climbing politicians in the 
halls of power,” declaring “We will defend each other 
to the ends of the earth.” Fine words! But the only line 
of “defence” that the CFMEU leadership has had to 
offer is National Secretary Zach Smith’s attempt to pla-
cate Labor by taking over the Victorian branch in the 
name of cleaning out “criminal” elements. This course 
is leading the union to disaster!It is no secret that the moves against the CFMEU have 
nothing to do with “stamping out corruption” in the con-
struction industry (developer corruption will continue in 
spades) but are about crushing a “problem union” which 
has been able to extract higher wages and better condi-
tions by regularly defying the bosses’ anti-  strike laws. 

The attack on the CFMEU is an attempt by the bosses to 
gut the union, an effort to cut the “costs of doing busi-
ness” in increasingly uncertain times. Neither the bosses 
nor their Labor government are going to be satiated by 
anything less than that.Zach Smith’s “investigation” attempts to sidestep a 
real fight against the government takeover while acced-
ing to the ruling class’s casus belli. The CFMEU tops 
hope to appease the Labor government (which could 
only succeed if Smith completely guts the union him-
self) or at best to rely on challenges in the bosses’ courts 
(the same ones that have buried the union in tens of 
millions of dollars in fines for years). The government 
has already responded to the latter option, promising 
new laws to frustrate any potential legal challenge from 
the CFMEU. The union tops’ strategy paralyses the 
CFMEU just when a struggle is so desperately needed.

In fact, the CFMEU leadership’s strategy of wheel-
ing and dealing has even led them to oppose public 
demonstrations of opposition. A recent statement by 
the Victorian Building Industry Group of Unions (BIG, 
composed of CFMEU, AMWU, ETU and the plumb-
ers union) denounced a subsequently canned 5 August 
demonstration in defence of the CFMEU, demanding 
members not attend. Even the most elementary expres-
sions of defence are stymied in fear of alienating the 
Labor government and ACTU. Instead, BIG promises 
that “in due course there will be a joint delegates meet-
ing to discuss the next steps forward.”By dragging their feet and dangling a fight at some 
undefined future, the CFMEU leadership keep mem-
bers waiting…waiting…waiting…preventing any ac-
tion that would hurt the weak Labor government which 
they are so attached to. At the end of the day, the 
CFMEU leadership’s strategy is to support and influ-
ence the Labor Party in an effort to “make capitalism 
work” for its membership. Today, this ties the workers 
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Albanese has pulled the trigger, sacking hundreds of CFMEU officials and putting the union under the control of government- appointed administrators effective imme-diately. This is a full- frontal assault on the entire workers movement. This attack can be defeated. It is not too late, but what needs to happen is determined strike action against the bosses and their rotten Labor government.
The CFMEU has called rallies in defence of the union on Tuesday in most capital cities. Good! Not a single site should be working—CFMEU and all construction workers must down tools. But this must be just the start. To send the administrators 

packing and defeat this takeover, workers need to make clear that this strike will not end until the government gets its hands off the CFMEU.
Now is the time to strike. Construction workers the country over know that their future is on the line and there needs to be a fight. CFMEU workers must take the lead and make sure that all sites are locked down tight with mass pickets until the union is back in their hands. Key to winning this battle is reaching out to all other workers being beaten down by the same Labor government and extending the struggle to other industries. Make Albo regret ever trying to bat for the bosses. Dare to fight, fight to win! n

Shut down all construction sites!

SEND THEADMINISTRATORS PACKING!
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With the Labor government’s administrator taking 
over the CFMEU, Albanese has spearheaded one 
of the biggest attacks against the union movement 
in generations. Hundreds of officials have already 
been sacked. Any members, delegates or organis-
ers deemed to undermine the administration are to 
be weeded out, potentially facing up to two years 
in jail. All union assets, derived from members’ 
hard-earned dues, have been seized, placed under 
the control of this tinpot Führer. This is a disaster 
not only for CFMEU members but for the workers 
movement as a whole. How the hell did we get here? Since the Building 
Bad media hitjob Albanese, with the full backing 
of the ACTU, signalled his determination to ram 
through the takeover of the CFMEU. Instead of 
fighting back, CFMEU head, Zach Smith, greased 
the skids for his Labor mate Albo—pleading the 
union guilty by taking over the Victorian branch 
to clean out “criminal” elements. Other officials 
promised to wage a struggle to “the ends of the 
earth.” But workers were kept waiting…waiting…
waiting. It was only after officials had handed the 
keys of the union to Albo’s head kickers in suits that 

protest rallies were finally called. This could have 
been the opportunity for real strike action, to shut 
down all construction sites and send the adminis-
trator packing. Instead, workers were sent back to 
work, with union officials offering little more than 
an illusory appeal in the bosses’ courts and more 
hints of unspecified action in the sweet by-and-by.Today, building developers are salivating at the 
prospect of taking back hard-won union conditions. 
Hanging on to existing gains and turning things 
around can only happen in opposition to Mr Irving 
KC and to the old leadership’s strategy that has 
allowed him to take over the union. It’s clear union 
officials have no strategy to defeat the administrator. 
To think otherwise is self-delusion. There is still 
time to act, but it will have to come from the 
initiative of the rank and file. It’s your union! Talk 
to your workmates, find those who, like you, refuse 
to roll over and die without a fight. Get organised! 
Contact workers at other job sites and come up with 
a plan to strike back. No more waiting for directions 
from above. The ball is in your court. One thing is 
certain. If you don’t fight, you lose! n

Take matters into 
your own hands!

CFMEU members: It’s not over yet
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Our last issue of Red Battler, repre-
senting a programmatic refounding of 
the SL/A, rooted Australia in the context 
of a US-  led world order. In it, we showed 
how in spite of the ruling class’s rheto-
ric about being able to avoid the trouble 
overseas, Australian capitalism is tied 
to the fortunes of a now-  declining US 
hegemony and thus is heading towards 
the same essential crisis as the rest of the 
world. We posed the question: will the 
ruling class succeed in dragging the pro-
letariat down with the American Empire, 
or will the proletariat resolve the com-
ing crisis in its favour? The latter path 

is completely contingent on breaking the 
workers movement from its current pro- 
capitalist leadership who have delivered 
defeat after defeat.

The past few months have made this 
all the more acute. Working-  class anger is 
real, but at each juncture it has been held 
back by a leadership incapable of taking 
on the ruling class and their Labor gov-
ernment. Instead, the position of the work-
ing class to launch a fightback has taken 
serious blows. The CFMEU being put into 
administration is one of the most signifi-
cant attacks on the workers movement in 
generations. The pro-  Palestine movement, 

which once mobilised tens of thousands, 
has lost momentum. As for most of the 
left, in these increasingly uncertain times 
they have shown themselves increasingly 
impotent and sidelined from the ongoing 
struggles. The workers movement has 
continued to be tied to the Labor govern-
ment, discrediting itself as an independ-
ent force capable of challenging the status 
quo—including in the eyes of substantial 
sections of the working class itself. As a 
result, instead of moving in a progressive 
direction, discontent at a decaying social 
order has increasingly drifted rightwards. 
The re-  election of Donald Trump in the 

US has both confirmed and compounded 
these trends.

That being said, this course is not 
inevi  table. In spite of the deteriorating 
position of Australian capitalism, the 
Labor government has been able to con-
tinue to contain social unrest. As a result 
Labor, although quite weak, has clung 
onto power. But this hold is tenuous. 
Today, Australia stands at a crossroads. 
Either the working class will enter the 
scene as an independent force and strike 
a blow against the government or the 
workers movement will continue to be 

The Labor government’s state take-
over of the CFMEU, with the support of 
their ACTU cronies, is one of the biggest 
attacks against the working class in gener-
ations and a craven expression of the ALP/
ACTU tops openly batting for the bosses. 
Many workers have rightly reacted in out-
rage at this massive betrayal by a so-  called 
“Labor” government, the latest in a string 
of attacks against the oppressed under 
Albanese, from backing the genocide in 
Palestine to turning the screws on the 
working class at home. With Albanese’s 
hold on power already tenuous, and sub-
stantial sections of the workers movement 
looking to “bury Labor,” the ALP/ACTU 
leadership is in the weakest position it has 
been for decades. For those looking for 
recourse we say: Bust the union busters! 
Fight to oust Albanese, Sellout Sally & co. 
from the ALP/ACTU!

While the Labor tops engage in tough 
talk and faux nonchalance from the halls 
of power, there has been deep reverbera-
tions within the unions and the Labor Party 
itself over the attack on the CFMEU. Work-

ers must take advantage of this and hound 
these open lackeys for the bosses out of the 
labour movement. The fact is, you cannot 
defend the CFMEU, let alone the working 
class as a whole, if you are in league with 
those who are meting out the bosses’ meas-
ures. Chucking Albo & co out is an ele-
mentary step forwards in the struggle not 
just to defeat the administrator but to launch 
a broader working-  class fightback against 
eroding living conditions. 

Instead, the “left” union leaders have 
been doing anything but. CFMEU national 
secretary Zach Smith is a prime example. 
In the lead-  up to administration, instead 
of mobilising the union he led, Smith 
attempted to play footsy with the very 
forces in Labor and “Fair Work” pushing 
through the takeover, while imposing his 
own takeover of the Victorian branch. After 
his schemes fell through he was rewarded 
for his efforts of conciliation, kept on as 
chief water boy for the new commandant 
Mark Irving KC and remaining a member 
of the ALP national executive. Today he 
continues his attempts to keep a foot in 

both camps, in his words to “get us out of 
administration as quickly as possible” not 
through a class-  struggle fight but with due 
compliance. His left Laborite mates (from 
the CFMEU “leadership-  in-  exile” to the 
union tops of the ETU, MUA, et al.) rather 
than dismissing Smith as the administra-
tor’s stooge that he is, champion him as 
one of the leaders of the “resistance” to 
administration. 

In fact, they all share the very same 
program and strategy: to not confront the 
ALP/ACTU union-  busting swine head-  on 
but to convince them to change tack. Take 
for instance the Line in the Sand campaign, 
which promises not to defeat the admin-
istration but to “support the CFMEU” 
during it, trying to “lock in” union EBAs 
and keep delegates from being sacked. 
But waging the class-  struggle fight neces-
sary for this requires breaking the binds 
that tie the unions they lead to Albanese, 
the bosses he bats for and their admin-
istration. Instead of breaking from this 
unity, the campaign has sought to avoid 
the Labor government’s ire, resorting to a 

couple of one-  day demos with grand dec-
larations to “bury Labor” by “punishing 
them” through the ballot box. The fact 
that their “line in the sand” has been con-
tinually crossed, with union reps dumped 
and CFMEU EBAs withering on the vine, 
has provoked nothing further from these 
union “leaders.” Purged CFMEU Queens-
land Secretary Ravbar’s “Your Union Your 
Choice” mirrors this ducking and weav-
ing, preaching reliance on prolonged legal 
battles in the bosses’ courts. The chances 
of any success in the High Court is close 
to none, with Victorian ETU leader Troy 
Gray admitting that the case is unlikely 
to get a full hearing for months by which 
time Dutton may well be at the helm. 

The much touted Trade Unions for 
De mocracy summit is cut from the same 
cloth, with the added threat of splitting 
the ACTU. With their working-  class base 
keen to fight the union busters leading 
the ALP/ACTU, “left” union leaders were 
pressured into talk of a potential “blue- 
collar union federation.” But such a move 
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The most militant union in Australia, 
the CFMEU’s construction division, is 
under government control. Hundreds of 
officials are banned from ever holding 
union office again. For at least the next 
three years the union is ruled by a King’s 
Counsellor, able to hire and fire whoever 
he wants and dispose of union assets at 
will. All union EBAs are subject to spe-
cial review, already leading to pay cuts 
for thousands. Organisers and delegates 
are being purged, with those deemed 
“obstructionist” by the administrator fac-
ing up to two years jail time. 

How is this possible? This is a union 
whose leadership broke anti-union laws 
countless times, who stared down three 
Royal Commissions and the union-busting 
ABCC, and on occasions risked their own 
imprisonment. Leading up to the take over, 
Queensland secretary Michael Ravbar 
swore “We will defend each other to the 
ends of the earth.” New South Wales sec-
retary Darren Greenfield recently declared 
he would defend the union to the “last 
breath in my fucking body.” Former Victo-
rian secretary John Setka repeatedly vowed 
that no one would ever get the CFMEU.

There was no lack of verbal militancy in 
the union’s leadership. At times, this also 
translated into militancy on the ground. 
But the reality is these leaders were not 
up for an all-out confrontation with the 
Labor government they had worked hard 
to put and keep in power—which is what 
was desperately required to repel this his-
toric assault. The CFMEU had in fact been 
a key part of the ALP machine, even after 
Albanese expelled Setka in 2019. Setka’s 
quitting a day before the “Building Bad” 
media hitjob captures the problem. He says 
he quit because he thought he had a deal 
with the ACTU and government not to put 
the union into administration in exchange 
for his resignation. If true, this is a damn-
ing admission officials knew Albanese was 
contemplating a takeover before “Building 
Bad” even broke, and kept this secret from 
the membership. Even more damning, it 

reveals the touching faith of Setka & co in 
the words of the snake oil labour statesmen 
that run the ALP and ACTU.

Thoroughly schooled in the wheeling 
and dealing of Labor Party politics, even 
as preparation for administration began 
CFMEU officials hoped against hope to 
finagle a deal to avoid outright takeover. 
National secretary Zach Smith attempted 
to appease the bloodhounds with whom 
he shared the high councils of the ALP—
throwing the Victorian leadership under a 
bus by taking over the state branch and 
pleading them guilty. As Smith spent 
the weeks before the takeover frantically 
knocking on the door of Fair Work Com-
mission boss Murray Furlong, pleading to 
be given the time of day, the government 
was busy putting its ducks in a row, setting 
up the machinery for administration. In 
the meantime, members were kept in line 
with bogeyman stories of the union being 
isolated while the bureaucrats dangled the 
prospects for a fight “eventually.” Workers 
were kept waiting…waiting…waiting.

Make no mistake, this takeover could 
have been spiked on day one. A single 
phone call and tens of thousands of con-
struction workers would have walked off 
the job to defend the union. This would 
have inevitably escalated into a broader 
class battle against a Labor government 
determined to assure financiers it could 
bring down the cost of labour in these 
unsettled times. Equally determined to 
avoid such a battle, CFMEU officials 
simply handed over the keys. No strike, 
no stoppage, nothing.

Having been told to wait for the call, 
members then demanded to know what 
the hell happened. So officials moved to 
organise a one-day strike four days after 
the takeover to let members blow off 
steam. This strike could have been an 
opportunity to launch a rearguard action 
to turn the situation around by occupying 
building sites and locking them down with 
mass pickets until the administrators were 
sent packing. Instead, construction union 

officials served up a smorgasbord of hol-
low rage against the ALP, a pie-in-the-sky 
appeal in the bosses’ court, and promises 
of future action in the sweet by-and-by. 
Members were sent back to work. The 
union had been put into administration 
without a shot fired.

A pre-emptive assault
Why did the ruling class strike now 

with such determination? And how could 
the leadership give up the fight so easily? 
Attacks on the union have been stared 
down and weathered for years—includ-
ing many of the same spurious allegations 
today justifying administration. This 
time, however, the modus operandi of the 
CFMEU leadership crumbled in the face 
of resolute commitment by the bosses to 
crush the union. 

Over the past few years, the CFMEU 
have copped the ire of the bosses who 
saw the union as a notable exception to 
the deteriorating working conditions and 
declining real wages of most workers in 
Australia. The “Building Bad” hitjob 
showed several times one delegate saying 
that this year’s Victorian EBA promised 
such good times in which there would be 
“not enough Ford Rangers in the fucking 
country. First-year apprentices are going to 
get Raptors.” CFMEU workers have been 
more than willing to fight for their inter-
ests, famously even rebelling against their 
own leaders’ COVID lockdown sell-out 
outside the CFMEU office in Melbourne. 
Bucking the trend of workers’ economic 
decline was not only immedi ately un -
affordable for profit-hungry devel opers, 
it also put the CFMEU and its militant 
base in a real position to launch a broader 
working-class fightback for even more.

As discontent in the population sim-
mers over the cost-of-living, health and 
housing crises, Australian capitalists are 
anxious about the working class flexing 
its muscles in the coming period. Strik-
ing against the CFMEU was therefore 
increasingly necessary. It helped that the 
ruling class had a Labor government in 
power—their preferred instrument for 
union busting while keeping the work-
ing class as a whole on side. Thus, a 
pre-emptive assault could be carefully 
and methodically organised, avoiding 
any sharp response which could blow up 
in their face. More than just bringing one 
union to heel, this attack was calibrated 
to send a clear warning to the rest of the 
workers movement to keep their heads 
down: sit down and shut up—or else. 
This is the real context of the attack on 
the CFMEU, and why it meant a throwing 
down of the gauntlet to the whole work-
ing class.  

With a clever media campaign, which 
sought to portray CFMEU workers as a 
“privileged” minority, the ruling class aimed 
to turn discontent at a decaying social order 
into a bludgeon against the union rather 
than a source of solidarity. By assaulting the 
union the ruling class drew a clear line, and 
once the challenge was made, there was no 
going back. Albanese walked a tightrope, 
attacking a union which had been a pillar 
of Labor’s base. The ALP were backed 
by the ACTU bureaucracy, and fought to 
keep elements of the CFMEU leadership, 
and of other “left” unions (AMWU, ETU, 

etc.) on board or pacified. Construction 
and Building Unions Superannuation Fund 
(Cbus) positions, which were made vacant 
by the administrator, were then awarded to 
CFMEU and MUA tops like Paddy Crum-
lin. When administrators marched into their 
offices they were studded with “unionist” 
cred: some had history in the union move-
ment (including one ex-CFMEU official); 
one cynically declared that they would 
“stand up and fight back.”

But for those leading the attack there 
was never any question of backing down. 
Albanese’s leaning on and batting for the 
bosses was abundantly clear, exempli-
fied by collaboration with the Liberal/ 
National Coalition to push through the 
legislation to put the union under admin-
istration without legal recourse. In fact, 
the ALP posed themselves as tougher on 
the CFMEU than the Coalition, arguing 
that the Coalition’s union-busting strategy 
(from the ABCC to de-registration) was 
weaker and less effective than the ALP’s. 
Much of the ruling class appear to agree.

In times now past, militant language 
and guerrilla tactics involving the stra-
tegic skirting of bourgeois legality could 
win gains and stave off some attacks. But 
now things have shifted. At this junc-
ture for Australian capitalism, in which 
the gutting of the union had become the 
task of the day, the whole edifice of the 
CFMEU leadership’s union militancy 
simply collapsed. At its core, the strat-
egy has been to “make capitalism work” 
for the CFMEU membership, which ulti-
mately amounted to getting the Labor 
Party into government and exerting pres-
sure on it through a mixture of tough talk, 
turf wars, factional squabbling, and occa-
sional militancy on the ground.

These officials deeply imbibe the 
Laborite myth that workers in Australia 
and their bosses have a shared “national” 
interest. Their careers have been pred-
icated on attempting to reconcile the 
irreconcilable interests of proletarians 
whose lives depend on their ability to sell 
their labour power, and capitalists whose 
profits, and hence power, derive from the 
exploitation of that labour power. In real-
ity this class collaborationism could only 
lead, in any decisive class showdown, to 
the subordination of the interests of the 
working class to the financial parasites 
who live off the fruits of their labour. 
This is why, at the critical moment as 
Albanese brought down the hammer, the 
CFMEU tops tied the union to him in 
their desperate attempt to either squirm 
out of the way or convince him to change 
his mind and back down—something he 
and the ruling class would not do.

The whole situation called out desper-
ately for a class-struggle strategy separate 
from and opposed to the existing lead-
ership’s blind alley. The task for those 
who understood this was to delineate 
why the CFMEU bureaucracy’s strategy 
was doomed, to concretely counterpose a 
new path based on the understanding that 
to defend the union it was necessary to 
break with the old course. Red Battler’s 
intervention into the struggle to defend 
the CFMEU (reproduced on the following 
page) fought for just this; any left inter-
vention which did not would end up as 

“What the f**k happened?”

continued on page 12
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The following is the main document of 
the 2024 SL/A and B- L Fusion Confer-
ence. It has been edited and expanded for 
publication.

The years coming out of the pandemic 
have marked a turning point for the liberal 
world order. The world economy is strain-
ing and the American Empire’s decline 
has become increasingly pronounced. The 
U.S. ruling class is scrambling to maintain 
its hegemony, but in doing so has only fur-
ther exposed its back. Today, in the face 
of emerging challengers from Russia to 
China, the world order is teetering. In turn, 
American imperialism holds ever tighter to 
its decaying position—escalating confron-
tation with its enemies while squeezing its 
allies for all they are worth.

The war in Ukraine represents the most 
open act of defiance to the U.S. thus far 
by Russia, which has been perennially 
frustrated by NATO’s eastward expansion. 
Defending its world order has led to increas-
ing strain on the U.S. and even more so on 
its imperialist allies in Europe, who have 
disproportionately shouldered the cost. In 
the Middle East, the U.S. is backing Israel’s 

onslaught to the hilt as part of its strategy 
to maintain the little Zionist enclave which 
keeps the region under American auspices.

And then there is China, a significant 
non- capitalist counterweight increasingly 
brushing up against U.S. hegemony, in 
spite of the treacherous and conciliatory 
Communist Party of China (CPC) pro-
gram. The imperialists’ belief that inter-
nal counterrevolution would closely follow 
economic liberalisation has long since 
eroded. While U.S.- China tensions are 
currently at an ebb, this merely reflects the 
U.S. being stretched too thin defending its 
hegemony from Ukraine to Israel—a short 
term pit stop in the drive to war.

This has put the Australian ruling class 
in an increasingly difficult position. By 
itself a pitiful power, Australia’s place in 
the sun has always relied on playing hench-
man to the dominant empire. This has been 
the defining feature of capitalist Australia 

since its days as a British penal colony. 
And in the post- Soviet period, this has paid 
off handsomely.

In the wake of the collapse of the Soviet 
Union, the Australian ruling class worked 
hard to foster economic liberalisation 
throughout Asia under U.S. hegemony. The 
integration of China into the world economy, 
predicated on the false belief that it would 
soon collapse into the liberal fold, enabled 
the meteoric growth of Chinese industry 
demanding increasing mineral imports. 
This created a boom for the mining indus-
try that it seemed would never stop, ena-
bling Australia to weather the storm of the 
Global Financial Crisis. All this reinforced 
the illusion that Australia was somehow 
fundamentally more stable than the other 
deindustrialised western powers.

While liberal ideologues chalk this up 
to an innate ability to keep troubled seas 
away from Australian shores through “com-

mon sense” policy- making and the larrikin 
spirit, the truth is that they were simply 
lucky enough to have a massive state- driven 
economy next door hungry for resources. As 
long as their big brother remained ascendant 
and China continued to grow, the Austral-
ian ruling class could coast along with few 
economic or political troubles. But in this 
lies the fundamental contradiction behind 
Australia’s stability, the Achilles heel of 
the strategy of the Australian ruling class. 
The stronger China got, the more Australia 
benefited economically, the more China 
undermined the global political condition 
which allowed Australia’s ruling class to 
sail smoothly—U.S. hegemony.

The conditions that once promised sta-
bility now guarantee crisis. Today it is 
clear that the luck is running out, the U.S.- 
led world order is beginning to tear at the 
seams. As Washington has inflamed ten-
sions against China, the Australian ruling 
class have been rabid in their support for 
such moves. Most notably this has been 
expressed through AUKUS, which will 
cost hundreds of billions of dollars. Con-
flict with their biggest trading partner is 
nothing short of economic kamikaze.

Nevertheless, Australian capitalism rec-
ognises that it has no other options. Aus-
tralia’s place in the world order depends 
on being a junior link in American impe-
rialism’s chain of operations. The ruling 
class’s predicament is not its integration 
with the U.S. world order but that this order 
is increasingly threatened. This is why 
Australia has been so rabid in its auxiliary 
role to American machinations, not just 
in “our backyard” but anywhere that U.S. 
hegemony is under threat–from Ukraine to 
Israel. As the hegemony they’ve relied on 
crumbles beneath their feet there are few 
options other than to desperately clamour 
to prop it up, to fight until the bitter end.

While war against China would cost 
Australia their biggest trading partner, and 
much more, American victory is seen as the 
only hope for a new lease on life for world 
imperialism—viewed by imperialists as 
the deus ex machina for the U.S. hegemony 
which Australia is completely hitched to. 
All liberal whingeing for Australian capi-
talism to “change course” amounts to little 

In March, the Spartacist League of Aus-
tralia (SL/A) and Bolshevik- Leninist (B- L) 
held a joint Fusion Conference with the 
purpose of forging a revolutionary nucleus 
in Australia. The fusion and documents 
resulting from it are the consummation of 
months of joint political work and repre-
sent a refounding of the SL/A, Australian 

section of the International Communist 
League (Fourth Internationalist). This pro-
cess was a continuation of the struggle to 
re- arm the ICL and speaks to the program-
matic vitality of our renewed tendency.

The struggle to forge a fighting Aus-
tralian section was kickstarted by a visit 
by leading international cadre prior to the 

ICL’s Eighth International Conference (see 
Spartacist No. 68). This visit was part of 
the fight to revive the SL/A, which had 
politically collapsed along with the rest of 
the ICL in 2020. Visiting comrades initi-
ated discussions with B- L which resulted 
in the latter’s invitation to the International 
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Introducing

Our last issue of Red Battler, repre-
senting a programmatic refounding of 
the SL/A, rooted Australia in the context 
of a US-  led world order. In it, we showed 
how in spite of the ruling class’s rheto-
ric about being able to avoid the trouble 
overseas, Australian capitalism is tied 
to the fortunes of a now-  declining US 
hegemony and thus is heading towards 
the same essential crisis as the rest of the 
world. We posed the question: will the 
ruling class succeed in dragging the pro-
letariat down with the American Empire, 
or will the proletariat resolve the com-
ing crisis in its favour? The latter path 

is completely contingent on breaking the 
workers movement from its current pro- 
capitalist leadership who have delivered 
defeat after defeat.

The past few months have made this 
all the more acute. Working-  class anger is 
real, but at each juncture it has been held 
back by a leadership incapable of taking 
on the ruling class and their Labor gov-
ernment. Instead, the position of the work-
ing class to launch a fightback has taken 
serious blows. The CFMEU being put into 
administration is one of the most signifi-
cant attacks on the workers movement in 
generations. The pro-  Palestine movement, 

which once mobilised tens of thousands, 
has lost momentum. As for most of the 
left, in these increasingly uncertain times 
they have shown themselves increasingly 
impotent and sidelined from the ongoing 
struggles. The workers movement has 
continued to be tied to the Labor govern-
ment, discrediting itself as an independ-
ent force capable of challenging the status 
quo—including in the eyes of substantial 
sections of the working class itself. As a 
result, instead of moving in a progressive 
direction, discontent at a decaying social 
order has increasingly drifted rightwards. 
The re-  election of Donald Trump in the 

US has both confirmed and compounded 
these trends.

That being said, this course is not 
inevi  table. In spite of the deteriorating 
position of Australian capitalism, the 
Labor government has been able to con-
tinue to contain social unrest. As a result 
Labor, although quite weak, has clung 
onto power. But this hold is tenuous. 
Today, Australia stands at a crossroads. 
Either the working class will enter the 
scene as an independent force and strike 
a blow against the government or the 
workers movement will continue to be 

The Labor government’s state take-
over of the CFMEU, with the support of 
their ACTU cronies, is one of the biggest 
attacks against the working class in gener-
ations and a craven expression of the ALP/
ACTU tops openly batting for the bosses. 
Many workers have rightly reacted in out-
rage at this massive betrayal by a so-  called 
“Labor” government, the latest in a string 
of attacks against the oppressed under 
Albanese, from backing the genocide in 
Palestine to turning the screws on the 
working class at home. With Albanese’s 
hold on power already tenuous, and sub-
stantial sections of the workers movement 
looking to “bury Labor,” the ALP/ACTU 
leadership is in the weakest position it has 
been for decades. For those looking for 
recourse we say: Bust the union busters! 
Fight to oust Albanese, Sellout Sally & co. 
from the ALP/ACTU!

While the Labor tops engage in tough 
talk and faux nonchalance from the halls 
of power, there has been deep reverbera-
tions within the unions and the Labor Party 
itself over the attack on the CFMEU. Work-

ers must take advantage of this and hound 
these open lackeys for the bosses out of the 
labour movement. The fact is, you cannot 
defend the CFMEU, let alone the working 
class as a whole, if you are in league with 
those who are meting out the bosses’ meas-
ures. Chucking Albo & co out is an ele-
mentary step forwards in the struggle not 
just to defeat the administrator but to launch 
a broader working-  class fightback against 
eroding living conditions. 

Instead, the “left” union leaders have 
been doing anything but. CFMEU national 
secretary Zach Smith is a prime example. 
In the lead-  up to administration, instead 
of mobilising the union he led, Smith 
attempted to play footsy with the very 
forces in Labor and “Fair Work” pushing 
through the takeover, while imposing his 
own takeover of the Victorian branch. After 
his schemes fell through he was rewarded 
for his efforts of conciliation, kept on as 
chief water boy for the new commandant 
Mark Irving KC and remaining a member 
of the ALP national executive. Today he 
continues his attempts to keep a foot in 

both camps, in his words to “get us out of 
administration as quickly as possible” not 
through a class-  struggle fight but with due 
compliance. His left Laborite mates (from 
the CFMEU “leadership-  in-  exile” to the 
union tops of the ETU, MUA, et al.) rather 
than dismissing Smith as the administra-
tor’s stooge that he is, champion him as 
one of the leaders of the “resistance” to 
administration. 

In fact, they all share the very same 
program and strategy: to not confront the 
ALP/ACTU union-  busting swine head-  on 
but to convince them to change tack. Take 
for instance the Line in the Sand campaign, 
which promises not to defeat the admin-
istration but to “support the CFMEU” 
during it, trying to “lock in” union EBAs 
and keep delegates from being sacked. 
But waging the class-  struggle fight neces-
sary for this requires breaking the binds 
that tie the unions they lead to Albanese, 
the bosses he bats for and their admin-
istration. Instead of breaking from this 
unity, the campaign has sought to avoid 
the Labor government’s ire, resorting to a 

couple of one-  day demos with grand dec-
larations to “bury Labor” by “punishing 
them” through the ballot box. The fact 
that their “line in the sand” has been con-
tinually crossed, with union reps dumped 
and CFMEU EBAs withering on the vine, 
has provoked nothing further from these 
union “leaders.” Purged CFMEU Queens-
land Secretary Ravbar’s “Your Union Your 
Choice” mirrors this ducking and weav-
ing, preaching reliance on prolonged legal 
battles in the bosses’ courts. The chances 
of any success in the High Court is close 
to none, with Victorian ETU leader Troy 
Gray admitting that the case is unlikely 
to get a full hearing for months by which 
time Dutton may well be at the helm. 

The much touted Trade Unions for 
De mocracy summit is cut from the same 
cloth, with the added threat of splitting 
the ACTU. With their working-  class base 
keen to fight the union busters leading 
the ALP/ACTU, “left” union leaders were 
pressured into talk of a potential “blue- 
collar union federation.” But such a move 
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the liberal order that is kicking workers in the teeth—which 
ironically has paved the way for a Liberal/National govern-
ment in Queensland and perhaps nationally.

It would be remiss if we did not address the central argu-
ment throughout Furia’s article—why the hell does any of 
this matter without a revolutionary party? To argue this, he 
says: The SL/A’s forces were too small to break the CFMEU 
base from its tops at that moment. The RCO is too small to 
really have an effect on the Queensland elections. The left is 
small, we can’t split the class without a party. All true. But 
our difference with the RCO is not that we reject the central-
ity of the struggle for a revolutionary party. As Trotsky wrote 
of Lenin: “The struggle for the independent political party of 
the proletariat constituted the main content of his life.” But it 
is precisely this fight, for the “conscious construction of such 
a party” as Furia says, that we believe the RCO rejects.

The RCO talks a lot about “refounding the communist 
party.” How did Lenin forge them in the first place? In the 
wake of the betrayal of the Second International in WWI, 
Lenin fought tooth and nail for a split not just with the open 
traitors of the workers movement but most especially with 
the centrists who fought to maintain unity with the former at 
any cost. Centrists such as Karl Kautsky talked a big game on 
the fight for socialism, but sought unity on the basis of “mere 
words,” in practice trying to “reconcile” the masses with their 
opportunist leaders. For all the principled demands in Kaut-
sky’s Road to Power (1909), without directly taking on the 
social-democratic roadblocks to this goal they would remain 
nothing more than words. Maintaining unity with these 
opportunists meant maintaining unity between the proletar-
iat and “its own” capitalists—that is, submission to the latter 
and a split in the international revolutionary working class! 
In contrast, Lenin built the Bolshevik Party of revolutionary 
fighters and “iconoclasts” through an unrelenting, principled 
struggle against the Menshevik, social-democratic and cen-
trist obstacles, not because he thought that at that moment he 
had the social forces to win, but because cohering and uniting 
the forces necessary to forge a mass revolutionary party could 
only be done on this basis! As Lenin put it in “Opportunism, 
and the Collapse of the Second International” (1915): 

“We do not say that an immediate split with the opportunists 
in all countries is desirable, or even possible at present; we do 
say that such a split has come to a head, that it has become 
inevitable, is progressive in nature, and necessary to the rev-
olutionary struggle of the proletariat, and that history, having 
turned away from ‘peaceful’ capitalism towards imperialism, 
has thereby turned towards such a split. Volentem ducunt fata, 
nolentem trahunt.”

This was the strategy that enabled Lenin to forge the 
Bolshevik Party and build the Communist International, 
which was united on the basis of struggling against the 
social-chauvinists and their conciliators. It is this, not abstract 
dogma or socialist phrases, which separates revolutionaries 
from all manner of poseurs and opportunists. As Partisan! 
editor Mila Volkova wrote: “…being a socialist is not a mat-
ter of self-identification, theoretical principles or vague aes-
thetics. To be a socialist is to be proactively committed to a 
revolutionary political program for working class rule and 
the transition to communism” (Partisan! No. 6). This means 
being proactively committed to the struggle against the cen-
tral obstacles to this in the workers movement! 

Of course, many things have changed 100 years on. Furia 
is right to say that today the left’s social weight is pathetic, 
and that our capacity to intervene and change the course of 
class struggle is objectively limited by this. Like the RCO, 
we think that in this context it is of especial importance to 
engage with and cohere as many forces on the left as possible 
on a revolutionary basis. That struggle can only be waged 
in opposition to the Laborite obstacles standing in its way. 
It has been the left’s failure to wage this struggle that has 
resulted in the weak and splintered miasma we see today. 
We ask, if not on this basis, on what basis does the RCO 
fight for unity? For all the high-sounding words in the RCO’s 
program praising socialism and denouncing Labor, it means 
nothing if not based on struggling against, and in irreconcil-
able opposition to, the social-chauvinists and all who concil-
iate them. Otherwise it is little more than unity on the basis 
of “mere words.” Yes, we need a communist party to split the 
class, but this party can only be built on the basis of fighting 
for this split. n
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