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=\7Vhat Sort of Nationalization? |

(From the ‘‘Workers’ I)rsadnought." June 26.)

Mr. Shapurji Saklatvala writes:— 3

*‘The educated workers of the world Have come
to realize that it is their ¢oncern, rather than-that
of any other group in society: whether industries
a8 a whole, or some of them, ‘shall work for indivi-
dual profits governed by the law of competition
alone, or whether they shall work’ for national
serviee as a national asset with no preferential
profits to a few individuals in the State

“‘The objeet of nationalization should be the
saving of the profits mnow paid to private share-
holders, in order that the workers in industry may
enjoy a life of comfort and enjoyment, instead of
one of unmixed drudgery; the consumer, that is
to say, society in general, having the benefit of
the balanece, either in lower priees
transferred to the general revenues of the com-
munity.

“In the eapital aceount side of industries, like
railways or coal mines, nothing ean be gained by
exchanging royalty and rent “rights”’ for a stoek
on which the nation has to pay an annual revenue
as interest or sinking fund.

“The working and miaintenance of
alized”’ industries should pay no profits to private
individuals, otherwise the scheme of
not only
and

““nation-

conecerns or
so-called nationalization must remain
a huge farce, but even a huge deception
plunder.

“In nationalizing railways what
tionalize?! If you wish to repair or erect
stations, signal boxeg, or bridges you will
private eontractors and pay them profits, you will
divectly, or through your contractors, pay profits
o merchants dealing in bricks, stone, timber,
glass, eement, -iron and steel, paints and varnishes,
ete. If you wish to repair or extend a railroad
you have got to pay heavy profits to some steel rail
ecompany. If you want carriage wheels or springs
you have fo pay a heavy private profit - to some
individuals. To build, carriages for your “nation-
alizéd ()" railways you will have to pay prefits
to private individuals trading in timber, iron, brass,
fittings tapestry or leather (for cushions,) window
glass, lamp fittings, ete. So what are we really
about to nationalize, and where are we §topping

do you na-
railway
go to

national money from running away to private

dividend arrears?

“Similarly for coal mines, you will keep on pay-
ing profits on all buildings, snd plant required by
your collieries after what you term nationalizing
them. You will keep paying profits to dividend
distributors on coal cutters, boilers, pumps, haunlage
equipment, electrical equipment, and every little
thing that a eolliery requires. Where, then, is real
nationalization with any real economic objeet or
purpose served thereby?

“Now, suppose you do not agree to any such
patechwork and deeeptive forms of nationalization
which keep feeding private profiteering at every
turn. You will require to nationalize your railways
and eoal mines in such a manner that you will also
nationally produce all - your requirements, and
these also you will produce from materials, and
raw minerals brought under national possession
and not allowed to remain under private ownership.
Your nationalized railways and mines will then
have the requisite number of naticaalized iron and
steel factories. glass factories, briek yards, eleetri-
cal and mechanieal equipment factories, all under
nationalized non-profiteering control, and all in

their turn possessing national stores of raw ma-
i alone, would mean

of :

wash. If you are not prepared for it. then plainly
voteagainst it, but not for any make-believe na-
tionalization. : . >

: “Sofarlhnm"elypointed»mtotiew
what real nationalization ought to be as_ against
patchwork nationalization of coal mines ond rail-

or as profits™

ways. The thoughtfu! reader might, however,
take himseli furtler forward. He may ask, where,
then, shall we stop? Nowhere, if you really adopt
a sincere and progressive scheme. in place of a
deceptive, patehy, stagnating form of nationaliza-
tion........J A complete nationalization would then, in
your opinion, lead to socialization of all industries?
In my opinion it would not logieally stop before
that. and must even go béyond it till the Sovietiza-
tion of industries is reached.

*$In nationalizing a eoneern here and there you
do not eliminate private profit, in socializing it you
leave the matter of eontrol somewhat in doubt, and
a conflict between the produecer and consumer
remains. in the Sovietization of industries yon not
only solve the eontrol diffieulty, but you harmonize
the interest of the producer and the consumer with-
it 2 given soeciety.......”’

FURTHER SECRET DOCUMENTS IN GREAT
BRITAIN.
-
(From the
«Ball Cartridge Only”’ in the Event of ‘‘Riots.”’
On the 13th of last month we published the now
famous secret Army orders issued to (Commanding
Officers by the War Office in which the following
information was sought :—

“Daily Herald,”” June 24.)

Will Troops in various areas assist in strike
breaking? ,

Will they parade for draft to overseas, espe-
cially to Russia?

Whether there is
Unionism among them?

The effect outside Trade Unions have on
them? .

Further seeret instructions have now been pub-
lished, for the text of which we are indebted to our
Glasgow contemporary the “Worker.”' These we
print below.

The Government’s ‘‘explanation’’ of this latest
example of militarism will be awaited with in-
terest.

Parliament meets today and
planaticn is volunteered, the workérs of this coun-
try will look to the Labor. M.P’s to raise the matter
in the House. .

In ‘a recent issue the *‘ Aeroplane’’—which ap-
parently regards strikers as ““Bolsheviks’’—as-
serts that the Royal Air Foree

would have but little merey on a Bol-

shevik mob if onee let loose on them with bomb

and machine-gun the R. A. F. pilots and

observers have had much excellent practice dur-

ing the German retreat in operating against mobs
on roads and in streets.

In view of the above the Air Ministry Weekly
Orders (1380—1433) provide interesting- reading.
On page 23 appears the following illuminating
paragraph :—

961. In the event of a disturbanee amom}ting
to a riot. the magistrate present with the troops
will. if eireumstances permit, read the Proelama-
tion under the Riot Act and ecall on everyone
present in assist in suppressing the riot. Whether
the Proelamation has been read or not, he will
as soon as he comes to the conelusion that the
police ean not eope with the riot and that mili-
tary action is necessary, eall upon the officer in
cofomand of the troops to take action. No order
to charge or fire should be given until the magis-
trate has called upon the officer to take action.
An order to fire, if given, is to be given by the
officer in command. :

~No. 962 is equally interesting :—

Oﬂ.l?'nlllnddhﬁnetwamingmmbeglven
to the rioters that the troops are about to fire,
and that the fire will be effectual. The officer
shall, if time permits, consult with the magis-
trate present as to the best means of giving such
warning.

But the following paragraph is even more note-

any growth of Trade

unless some ex-

sinking English fishing boats in

ALLIESALWAYS (7)

(Jerome K. Jerome in ‘‘Common Sense.’’)

I am glad to gather from an interview given by
Mr. Lloyd George the other day to a representative
of the Petit Parisien that ‘‘the mere idea of any
dissension’’ between ourselves and our various
present Allies can not exist in the future. “Great
Britain,”’ Mr. Lloyd George declared, *‘will always
remain the faithful ally of France—always.”’ I beg
Mr. Lioyd George’s pardon, not “always.”’ He said
‘always’’ at first, but seems to have changed his
mind and limited the peried to fifty years from the
present date. I am sorry he did _that. It still
jeaves the more distant future of the world un-
settled:- “But one must not sin one’s mercies, a8
they soy up North. It is semn<thing to have human
affairs guaranteed against all fluetations of the
human mind, if only for half-a-eentury. I am old
enough to be able to look back on the half-century
that has just passed. Let us take a bird’s-eye view
of it. It should make us grateful to Mr. Lioyd
George for securing us (till 1969) from similar con-
fusion and unecertainty.

Only a few years ago Russian men-of:iwar were
the North Sea.
Feeling ran higli, and we were on the point of de-
claring war against Russia. Three years ago she
was our beloved ally, the steamroiler. We are now
calling for a volunteer army to invade her. Twenty
years ago our press was holding up the Boers to
exeeration as fiends in human shape. The columns
of our papers were filled with stories of the atro-
cities they had committed,. and Lioyd George nar-
rowly escaped lynching at Birmingham for not
joining in our hymn of hate against them. They
are now our gallant comrades, and, according to
Lord French, they had always been fine fellows.

Twenty-three years ago we were on the verge ‘_
war with Franee over the Fashoda trouble.. The
Daily Mail was urging us to ‘‘roll Franee in

3

niud.”’ take her colonies away
them to Germany. Twenty-five years ago
Salisbury and Joe-Chamberlain were touring Eng-

popular novelist wrote a book picturing the forth~
coming war between England and France. Vie-
torious France had swept our Navy from the seas,
and we were in danger of being starved into sub-
mission. From which calamity we were saved in
the last chapter by the generous and timely coming
to our aid of the German fleet. Lord Northeliffe,
then Sir Alfred Harmsworth, thought highly of the
book and wrote a preface to it.

As a young man I remember seeing the late
Charles Bradlaugh, streaming with blend, fighting
his way out of High Park. He had been so ‘‘un<
patriotic”’ as to protest against our going to war "
in support of our then ‘dear friend and ally,””
Turkey. The erowd was then singing, “And Rus-
«ia shall not have Con-stan-ti-no-ple.’””. About that
we were (then) eternally determined. The first
war ‘talk to which 1 ever listened (I have heard &
good deal since) was the demand of all true Britons
that we should sink the American Navy as the only

proper and becoming reply to Washington’s out-
rageous behavior in connection with the Alabams
business. We will say nothing about the years
preceeding. when France was always “‘the enemy;"” =
when Nelson urged us to bring up our children to
devil ; and publie-
houses were springing up all over England named

hate every Frenchman like the

after the King of Prussia. Perhaps it was

ing of these things that made Mr.

years. The wise man does not prophesy too far.

—

worthy :— ‘

965. It is undesirable that firing should take
place over the heads of the rioters or that blank
We withhold any ecomment, pending the official

explanation—which will. we think, need to be very
watertight to convinee the publie,in view of our
earlier disclosures. ‘

Lioyd George |
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land, advoeating an_ alliance  with the Kaiser. A




