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Production in Enginering end 
Chemical Industry 

THE statistics of production of 
engineering and chemical indus

tries for the years 1950 and 1951 
which were published on pages 718-
721 in the last issue of this paper 
require some explanation which 
had unfortunately to be held hack 
for reasons of space. Considerable 
interest attaches to these statistics 
which were reproduced from the 
Administration Report of the Minis
try of Commerce and Industry for 
1951-52, issued rather belatedly to 
the House of the People after it 
met in May last. In none of the 
Government publications ordinari ly 
available to the public has such 
detailed information on industrial 
production been published before. 

The tables omitted the statistics of 
production of the major industries 
which are published in the Monthly 
Statistics of the Production of 
Selected Industries, issued by the 
Directorate of Industrial Statistics, 
a selection from which is reproduc
ed in these columns from time to 
time. The latest production figures 
upto Apr i l were published in the 
issue of June 21, on p. 643. 

The figures of production were 
from the Administration Report 
reproduced without any comment. 
Indeed, none are called for, except 
that the foot-notes to the tables 
would repay careful study. In the 
case of many of the industries, pro
duction figures had to be estimated 
from the figures of allocation of 
raw materials made by the Govern
ment because the industries con
cerned do not maintain any statis
tics and are unable to furnish the 
required information. This is the 
case in structural steel work; bolts, 
nuts, rivets, dogspikes; steel furni
ture; wire gauze; and containers. 
For all these industries, production 
is estimated from the quantity of 
steel allotted. This method of esti
mation, however, has given rise to 
some curious paradoxes, which are 
not easy to explain. In the case of 
manufacture of steel furnitures, for 
example, while installed capacity 
went up from 11.372 to 19,948 tons 
between 1950 and 1951, the num
ber of units declined from 19 to 18 
and production fell from 10,994 to 
6,768 tons. Production figures 
being the same as the quantity of 
steel allotted to the industry in the 
respective years, one would be cur i 
ous to know how an expansion in 
installed capacity was allowed, or 
who allowed it and why, when the 

quantity of steel allotted to the 
industry had to be drastically cut 
down? In the case of agricultural 
implements, the number of manu
facturing units declined from 74 to 
66, installed capacity rose from 
21,200 tons to 25,644 tons and yet 
production fell f rom 17.158 to 
16,206 tons. In the case of asbes
tos cement sheets industry also, the 
installed capacity increased from 
105,000 tons to 117,000 tons, the 
number of units increased by one 
to 5 but production declined from 
87,706 to 83.300 tons. Another 
instance of an increase in installed 
capacity (through an increase in the 
number of units) accompanied by a 
fall in production is structural steel 
work. 

In the case of bolts, nuts, rivets 
and dogspikes, installed capacity 
declined from 38,200 to 30,132 tons 
because two of the 15 units went 
out of production but production 
fell from 20.563 to 6,898 tons. 
Fewer containers were produced in 
1951 than in 1950, because supplies 
of steel were lower. 

Against this, there was a magni-
ficient increase in the production of 
razor blades from 9.98 mi l l ion to 
24.46 mi l l ion , w i th an increase in 
both the number of units and i n 
stalled capacity. There was a less 
spectacular increase in the produc
tion of umbrella ribs. Since in res
pect of all the industries referred 
to above, iron and steel are essential 
raw materials the supply of which 
is controlled, there is obviously no 
relation between sanctions for i n 
crease in installed capacity and 
allocation of i ron and steel. 

An example of excellent perform
ance, not so widely appreciated, 
was the manufacture of clocks. The 
production of clocks went up from 
7,926 to 12,923 between 1950 and 
1951 although two of the six units 
went out of production. The pro
duction of small tools, such as twist 
drills, reamers and cutters, also 
went up from 449,945 tools in 1950 
to 1,017.780 in 1951. 

An interesting revelation made 
by the second table is the large i n 
crease in the production of cos
metics, including tooth paste, face 
cream and snow, and face powders. 
The enormous increase in the pro
duction of plastic leather cloth 
from 9,29,353 to 22,66,986 yards 
between 1950 and 1951 could well 
have been imagined from the dras
tic reduction in the prices of ar t i 
cles made from plastic leather 
cloth. 

Overheard in the Lobby 
First British Delegate (earnestly): 

I am sure you agree w i t h me oh 
the importance of tel l ing the exact 
t r u th about all we have seen here. 

Second ditto (disconcerted): 
That's al l very wel l , but I don't 
want to have people at home say
ing that 1 am a Communist. 

Peaceful Co -Existence 
Of course, on such a point there 

is no hard evidence to offer, but 
I soak through every pore the con
viction that the Soviets have not 
the smallest desire to save our souls, 
either by word or sword. If they 
could once be really assured that we 
w i l l let them alone, they would be 
only too happy to leave us to go 
to the devil in our own way. If 
our local communists th ink other
wise, they are the more deceived. 

— F r o m Conference Sketch Book, 
Moscow A p r i l 1952, By Joan 
Robinson. Heifer — Cam
bridge. 
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