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' Moscow.—In no other place on the
face of the globe do the workers en-
joy so many rights in industry as
they do in Russia. This is perfectly
natural because all other countries are
ruled by a few capitalists who own
the industries and crush down the
workers in order to grind out profits
for themselves, who utilize the in-
dustries for the use and benefit of the
whole people.
The universal eight-hour work day
(leven-hour night shift) for adults
and the sik-hour work day for persons
under 20 years of age; the freeing of
women from industry, with full pay,
for eight weeks before and eight
weeks after childbirth; the compul-
° sory weekly rest time for 42 contin-
uous hours for all workers; the legal
limitation of overtime; the granting
of two week’s vacation, with full pay,
for each six months of continuons
Iabor; and dozens of other important
measures in force in Russia making
for the improvement of the workers
conditions, would be considered great
achievements in capitalistic countries,
where the powerful trade unions, in
spite of long and bitter struggles,
have not been able to win their equal.
But in this country they are only
minor details of a great sociai pro-
gram, Something much more funda-
mental, for instance, than all of them
is the right to share in the fruits of
industry (which amounts to the right
to live) guaranteed to all its citizens
by the Russian government.
This means “that in Russia every
able-bodied person has a legal right
to work in the industries at the pre-
vailing trade union scales. If for any
. reason no work is to be had then the
applicant is entitled to full wages
during his term of unemployment. If
an individual is incapacitated for
work because of youth, old age, sick-
ness, injury or_some other legitimate
reason he is given a decent standard
of living, not as a matter of charity
but because of his right as a citizen
of the workers’ state. In short, Rus-
sia recognizes the right of human
beings to live and places the indus-
tries at their disposal so tRat they
may freely earn this living.

How different it is in capitalist
countries. There the industries are

in the hands of a few exploiters, If

- they find it convenient or profitable
to operate their mills and factories,
then they do so, and the workers may
be. able to beg opportunity to work.
But if the capitalists do not see fit to
run their industries then the workers’
are left to starve in unemployment,
. as millions of them are doing this
" wvery minute all over the western
world. Under capitalism, work horses
(because they are valuable property)
are “well taken care of in good times
or bad, but svorkmen (because they
are not property) are thrown upon
the streets in periods of industrial
depression and left to suffer poverty
and despair. And yet we find hypo-
critical 1abor leaders,

_ obligation -that théy do so. The work-
' no one has the right to live in Russia
‘bread.

who

whip it out of the hides of others. No
wonder the various brands of reac-
tionaries (most of whom never did a
useful thing in their lives) consider
the Russian compulsory labor laws a
horrible tyranny and are making the
welkin ring with their howlings.

But their complaints are lost on
the Russian labor militants. The lat-
ter are striving for the establishment
of a Communist society in which every
sort of compulsion will be unneces-
sary; where the multitudes of people,
of their own volition, will freely per-
form their full social and pelitical
duties toward themselves and each
other. But they know that that time
has not arrived yet. The present state
of society represents the transition
stage from capitalism to communism.
The vast bulk of the workers are just
emerging from a dog-eat-dog capital-
ism and are still afflicted heavily with
its ignorance, selfishness and short
sightedness. Many of them thought
the revolution meant that they no
longer had to work, while others sup-
posed that an hour or two's labor a
day, when they felt like it, would meet
the situation. For workers in such a
primitive state of mind discipline is
still necessary. Only a minority are
intellectually prepared for the new so-
ciety. And it falls as naturally to
this intelligent minority to set up the
essential discipline in Russian indus-
try as it does to the corresponding
minority to create the discipline in
the American trade unions absolutely
indispensible for making the back-
ward masses fight effectively on the
industrial field in their own behalf,

Compulsory labor is only a tem-
porary measure in Russia. It is a re-
action from capitalism and will grad-
ually disappear as the effccts of the
capitalistic training are eliminated
from the workers’ minds by prole-
tarian education,

Far more important, however, than
even' their legal right to work is the
Russian workers’ recognized right to
the full product of their labor. This
principle is established by the Soviet
government and forms the foundation
of all its institutions. It is the heart
of the revolution and it means that
the Russian workers no longer have
to pay tribute to an exploiting class.
To the toilers accrue all the advant-
ages of invention and every device
that goes to increase production. They
get all they produce, affer deducting,
of course, what is necessary for state
expenses. In passing it may be noted
that these state expenses will event-
nn}ly be reduced to nil, because the
Russians, looking upon their govern-
ment purely as a temporary war
meastre against domestic and foreign
capitalism, intend to eventually
abolish it through gradually replacing
it by a purely business administration
of things.

Compare the Russian's right to the
full product of their labor with the
deplorable arrangements prevailing in
capitalist countries. In the latter the
workers are legally entitled to noth-
ing, not even the barest minimum
wage upon which to feed and clothe
their families, All they get is what
they are abe to wring from their em-

| ployers through- the power of labor

organizations. The cream of industry’s
products flows into the maw of the ex-
ploiters; the benefits of invention and
intensified production’ are absorbed
by ‘countless industrial parasites; the
drones idle in luxury, while the work-
ers toil in poverty. In such wise are
the fruits of industry divided under
capitalism.

It is true that as yet the Russian
workers have not reaped any great
prosperity from their newly won
ﬁzhttotbe!unptodnctdtheirto'l
They are ‘still poor and in want. The
reason for this is that the industry
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and civil war, Production is far below

Mﬂllon Russlans Starve
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Bulletin Communiste, Paris, June 16.

When this article appears, the first
interview between the delegates of the
Central Committee of the C. S. R.
{revolutionary syndicalists) and those
pi the Communist Party will have
‘taken place. The subject is the old
and difficult question of the relations
between the political and economic
organizations of the working class.
This explains the importance of the
conference which is to be held between
the communists and the revolutionary
syndicalists.

In their own sphere these latter are
carrying on the same struggle that
we carried on in the heart of the
Party against the opportunist and
reformist elements which have held
the upper hand for so long. There is,
however a very decided point of dif-
ference between them and ourselves:
which we were trying to break off,
and finally did break off, not only
with war-time socialism but with pre-
war soci?‘l.j'ﬂm as well. The revolu-
tionary syndicalists seemed as a rule
to have their minds on a reversion
pure and simple to the ideas and ac-

tion which, before 1914, constituted
the rea’ originality of the C. G. T.
(General Confederation of Labor)

and the tendencies of which are clear-
ly defined by a well-known formula:
syndicalism is enough in itself.

And so, while communism is try-
ing to adapt the political movement
of the working-class to the needs of
the new historic period which began—
after the night of blood and war—
with the Russian Revolution, revolu-
tionary syndicalism is tending on the
contrary, or rather believes it is tend-
ing, toward a reversion to the past.
I may frankly say that this is an
illusion. History alone can restore the
past. Life goes on without ever
starting over again. Movement is its
eternal law, and Heraclites was right
when he said, “the same river is never
travelled twice,/a boat is never tied
twice to the same bank.” There is no
doubt that syndicalism will become
revolutionary again, it will become
revolutionary under pressure of events
and by human will; but it is an il-
lusion to behew: that the revolutionary
syndicalism of \to-morrow could pos-
sibly be closely patterned after what
it was in the past.

Political Or Syndicalist Control.

There is not a single communist
who is not an ardent supporter of re-
volutionary syndicalism. Direct ac-
tion, the general strike, the future of
the industrial union as the funda-
mental organ for the production of
wealth and the administration of af-
fairs in the new society—all these
ideas are ours also. Where the dif-
ference comes in is that when it is
a question of determining whether,
under the existing system of capital-
ist society, the direction of the re-
volutionary movement should belong
to the political, or to the syndicalist
organization. In their desire for pow-
er, the revolutionary syndicalists de-
cided the question by the formula re-
peated above: syndicalism is enough in
itself,—meaning that syndicalism
would do everything. That is to say,
they rejected all political parties,
however revolutionary or proletarian.
While, even in the heart of the party,
certain doctrinaires were trying to
preach the subordination of the party
to the unions, and of reformist so-
cialism to revolutionary syndicalism,
the syndicalists were declaring that
the General Confederation of Labor
was enough in itself and had no heed
of subjecting the party to its author-
ity.

In the party, opinion was more div-
ided. Outside of the small group of
doctrinaires which Lagardelle repre-
sented at the Congresses, two tend-
encies were evident. The “Guesdists”
attributing to.the unions only an ex-
clusively reformist role, felt that a
more orgless strict bond should held
them !Jthe political party, which
alone they felt had a revolutionary
Fcharacter. On the other hand, the
“Jaurissists”, and Vaillant, while they

the needs of the nation. When the
unions come to work out their wage
scales they find but little social pro-
duct to be divided. Virtually the whole
people are now upon a ration system
of the necessities of life. But this
hard period of trial and deprivation
will soon be over. Industrial conditions
areonthemendandnwillnotbe

Such are some of ‘the labor prin-
ciples and institutions for which tens
of thousands of Russian trade union-
ists-have died in their long struggle
against an armed and hostile capital-
world. What do American union-
!lttthinkottbem?

In my next article I shall ountline
briefly the system of administration
worked out by the Russian toilers for
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the management of industry.
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