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Washington made no secret of 
its bewilderment at the hostile state
ments made by the representatives 
of Saudi Arabia and I raq in the 
United Nations against Western 
designs to interfere in the internal 
affairs of Syria, or of any other 
Arab State. Their forthright denials 
of any Communist subversion or 
infiltration in Syria mid their com
bined vocal support to Arab soli
darity and nationalism caused 
deep embarassment to Washington. 
It soon became evident that 
America's manoeuvres to isolate 
Egypt. and Syria from the 
other Arab States had, after their 
init ial success, received a major set
back. Not only Egypt and Syria 
but other Arab Static became less 
enthusiastic about the Eisenhower 
Doctrine. Washington made the 
blunder of supporting the Doctrine 
by the movement of the Sixth Fleet 
to Beirut in Apri l last and by the 
dramatic and costly air l i f t to Jor
dan of war equipment. This show 
of mili tary might may or may not 
have frightened .some Aral) States, 

but it has been successfully exploited 
by Cairo and Damascus as proof of 
America's "imperialist" designs. As 
America's diplomatic defeat became 
apparent, Washington seemed to 
turn to Ankara . Moscow has open
ly made such allegations. Despite 
denials by the American State De
partment, the fast growing tension 
in the relations between Turkey and 
Syria and the Arab States' reaction 
to the deployment of Turkish troops 
on the Syrian border reflect the Arab 
World's tacit endorsement of 
Russian charges. 

Recent developments in west Asia 
have a lesson for America and the 
Western Powers. Washington's 
main mistake is to base its policy 
to west Asia on a crusade against 
Communism. Neither Egypt, nor 
Syria, nor any of the other Arab 
States is Communist, though Egypt 
and Syria look to Russia for mil i tary 
and economic help. Unlike America 
and the Western Powers, Russia 
exploits the developing sense of 
nationalism in Arab States. Some 
of them may or may not be pro-

Russian, but a l l are fervently na
tionalist in their outlook. It Is the 
difference in approach that makes 
the Arab World look to Russia for 
inspiration and friendship while they 
remain suspicious of the" intentions 
of America and her Western allies. 
Besides, to the Arabs, Russia is the 
friend against Israel, while the West
ern Powers are regarded by Arab 
States as friends of Israel. It would 
be evident that the Western policy 
that should pay rich dividends is to 
let west Asia alone. Arab neutralism 
cannot he as harmful to the Western 
Powers as the latter's obstinate re
fusal to respect the sense of nation
alism in west Asia. A policy of 
non-interference must necessarily 
start wi th an agreed ban on supply 
of arms to west Asia. Russia has 
more than once proposed such an 
agreement by both sides. Is it too 
much to hope that if nothing else, 
at least the undisputed Russian 
achievements in science and in 
technology wi l l provoke a re-ap
praisal of the Western policy to 
West Asia? 

The Wheels May Stop 
IT is unfortunate that the trade 

union movement in this country 
has not developed on proper lines 
because of a number of reasons, the 
most important being the inability 
of the working classes to provide a 
leadership which sprang from their 
own ranks. This factor alone has 
been responsible for throwing the 
control of the trade unions in the 
hands of the politicians. And poli
ticians have tended very often to 
use trade unions in pursuing their 
political objectives, with the result 
that trade unions have not always 
acted in the interests of the workers 
they claim to represent 

Since the rift cand this rift was 
due primarily to the political differ
ences of the contending leaderships 
took place in the National Federa
tion of Indian Railwaymen and the 
Guruswamy group drifted away by 
forming a separate union of its 
own, it had been expected that some 
t r ia l of strength between the two 
unions would take place. Naturally 
the challenge for a bout had to 
come from the group whose creden
tials were not yet properly recog
nised. 

Although the National Council of 
Action of the All-India Railway-
men's Federation (this is how the 

Guruswamy group has lately chris
tened itself) has ostensibly decided 
to serve a notice of strike in order 
to secure fulfilment of demands like 
neutralisation of the high cost of 
living, and revision of the basic 
scales of pay and payment of in
terim relief, it is an open set-ret that 
the basic cause of this decision to 
go on strike is different. Who does 
not know that already a Pay Com
mission is in session just wi th a 
view to considering the question of 
compensating Government emplo
yees (including Railwaymen and em
ployees of the Post and Telegraph 
department) for the rise in the cost 
of living" and also to recommending, 
if deemed necessary, the payment of 
interim relief? Whatever the Pay 
Commission awards by way of cost 
of l iving compensation, whether it 
is in the form of a separate addi
tional allowance or in the form of 
a revision of basic scales of pay 
and also by way of inter im relief, 
the railwaymen wi l l benefit fully 
from them. The leadership of the 
Al l - India Railwaymen's Federation 
knows this as well as any one else. 
And if inspite of this, the A I R F 
decides to go on strike, the reason 
must necessarily be sought else
where than in the demands empha-

sised in public. No one wi l l accept 
seriously the part of the A I R F 
statement that claims that this 
action of theirs is intended 'to safe
guard the l iving standards of the 
working class obtained through 
years of struggle'. 

As for the question of giving 
official recognition to the A I R F 
as a representative union of ra i l 
waymen one cannot but agree wi th 
the Railway Minister that it is in 
the interests of the railwaymen 
themselves to have only one union to 
represent them in all their nego
tiations with the authorities. By 
having two or even more unions, 
the railwayman stand ultimately to 
lose because no one union can claim 
to speak with full authority and the 
other side on the bargaining coun
ter gets a chance to play one union 
against the other. It was in re
cognition of the force of this argu
ment that the two unions existing 
earlier had been dissolved and re
placed by the N F I R. Frankly, 
it does not speak well of the group 
that got control of he N F I R 
that such conditions were not creat
ed as would keep the minority 
group or groups within the organiza
tion. The minori ty group, in this 
case, sets claim to a very substantial 
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following among the railwaymen. 
By forcing it out of the organisation, 
the rul ing group in the N F I R 
has served only to reduce the repre
sentative character of the union. 

The question that confronts the 
Government right now is not the 
academic one, i e whether there 
should be one or more than one 
union of railwaymen. The question 
is one of recognising the existing 
position wherein the railwaymen 
are split into two unions, each wi th 
substantial membership and there
fore possessed with comfortable 
negative powers. While attempts 
must continue to be made to per
suade the leaders of the two unions 
to come together and weld them
selves into one organisation, it 
would be most unfortunate if only 
on the score of the Government's 
refusal to recognise the A I R F, 
the union is forced to resort to 
strike. Granting that such a 
strike wi l l not affect the entire 
railway system but would affect 
only some of the regions, it cannot 
be denied that the threatened strike 
is likely to cause a considerable 
slowing down of the railway sys
tem and in some regions it might 
mean a virtual stoppage of the 
railways. This surely will have 
serious repercussions on the rest of 
our economy. 

One thing is definite that the 
slowing down of the railways 
would affect adversely the execu
tion of the Plan and also current 
industrial production. And such a 
possibility as this cannot be view
ed wi th equanimity. It calls for, 
on the other hand, maximum pos
sible effort to resolve the causes of 
the present conflict. However much 
the Government might dislike the 
existence of multiple unions and 
that too in perhaps the most im
portant of the public utilities, the 
facts of the situation can be ig
nored only at the country's cost. 

This should not be misunderstood 
as advice to the authorities to sur
render to threats; for if inspite of all 
efforts made so far, it has not been 
possible to restore unity, it is only 
proper that the right of representa
tion should not be accorded inde
finitely to only one of the unions. 
To do so places the onus of com
promise entirely on the union that 
is not recognised, whereas the one 
that basks in the sun of official 
recognition is encouraged to adopt 
an attitude of indifference to 
compromise. That certainly is not 
the way unity could be restored. 

Muslim League's Come-Back 
SEVEN days is not a very long 

period for finding out a Prime 
Minister. France has been without 
a Prime Minister for weeks on end. 
Right now a Prime Ministership is 
going a-begging in that country. It 
is not yet certain that M Pinay who 
has accepted the President's invita
tion to t ry to form a Cabinet wi l l 
succeed in obtaining the Parliament's 
confidence vote. So what if it took 
General Mirza a week to pick on Mr 
Chundrigar to succeed Mr Suhra-
wardy ? 

Mr Chundrigar is not a stranger 
to India. He was a great favourite 
o Mr Jinnan and was therefore in
cluded in the Viceroy's Executive 
Council immediately before the par
tition as a Muslim League represen
tative. After the formation of Pak
istan, he has held a number of 
important posts, ministerial, guber
natorial as well as ambassadorial. 
But he never forsook his member 
ship of Muslim League while so 
many other colleagues of his did. 
This steadfast loyalty of his has 
brought, him to the fore of the party 
and now of the country. And in 
negotiating his way to the Prime 
Ministership, he has proved the 
better of others who are joining him 
in coalition. The Muslim League is 
numerically much weaker than the 
Republican Party, and sti l l the latter 
has given in on all important points, 
whether it is Prime Ministership, the 
question of joint electorates or the 
dismemberment of West Pakistan. 

As for foreign policy, there never 
was a dispute between the Muslim 
League and the Republican Party. 
Both the parties are committed to 
a policy of mili tary alliances. The 
League started the policy and the 
Republicans have assiduously been 
following i t . On Kashmir, the Mus
lim Leaguers wi l l probably be more 
active than the Republicans. But 
they could not perhaps find a better 
man than Noon to keep the Kashmir 
campaign alive. Noon has all the 
fight in him and just does not bother 
about the means he adopts. There
fore, we in India should not expect 
any gesture of friendliness from the 
new Government of Pakistan. In 
fact it is quite likely that the present 
campaign of vilification of India and 
sabotage in Kashmir may be further 
intensified. The redeeming aspect of 
the new Government in Pakistan is 
that its leader has a reputation for 
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balance and sobriety and he may not 
commit the blunders of Subrawardy 

the blunders which have alienated 
most of the Arab World from Pak
istan. Rut there is no prospect of 
an easing of tension on Kashmir. 
Also, India has to he more watchful 
of the interests of the minorities in. 
East Pakistan, because it is the 
Muslim League which has done its 
maximum in the past to make things 
hot. for the minorities, and who 
knows that now with power again 
in their hands the Muslim League 
may not play the same game, if not 
wi th the direct, purpose of driving the 
minority community out of Pakistan, 
wi th that of wresting power from 
the Awami League in East Pakistan? 
And they certainly are past masters 
in this game a game they have 
been playing for decades on end. 
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