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A NEW FACTOR OF SOLIDARITY 
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In America the connection between the producer and 
consumer is readily understood. The producer needs the 
consumer and the former has to try to influence and acti- 
vate the latter. This results in a demand for higher wages 
to allow increased buying power with the consequence of 
increased demand and theref ore higher production. We 
can see a similar tendency on the international level. 
After the end of World War 11, there was organized the .  
UNRRA, which helped with success to overcome the im- 
mediate needs of the war countries. Its motive was not 
exactly philanthropic. It was rather the feeling of solidar- 
ity, the feeling that the well-being of the world could only 
be the result of the well-being of all countries. Was not the 
Marshall Plan perhaps the best example of how this idea 
is spreading? This changing attitude would seem to mark 
the end of the old imperialism. Whereas it used to be re- 
garded as a good policy to keep our enemy under the 
water as long as possible, today America is giving millions 
of dollars to help the conquered enemy rehabilitate. And 
this again is not a philanthropic idea but simply the feel- 
ing that the best insurance of well-being of one country is 
the common well-being. Also, the same applies with re- 
gard to the assisting of backward countries-to help them 
so they can learn modern technical methods which contri- 
bute to the betterment of their lot. People begin to realize 
that it would be inconsiderate for people in India to be 
starving when agriculture could be modernized so that bet- 
ter production would result. 

This same tendency is evident in Europe as well. The 
tirjne when boats sailed from Dutch, English or Spanish 
ports for foreign lands and returned with cargoes on which 
the sweat and blood of native was expended is long since 
passed. Today these vessels only serve for common and 
just exchange of products. This international exploitation 
has passed and is as unpopular as slavery. It is just not to 
be tolerated in today’s world. Therefore what is going on 
behind the Iron Curtain is anachrohism. Freight cars 
which bear the products of the Eastern countries to; the 
“homeland” have a striking similarity to those vessels of 
the sturdy, sea-roving merchants of the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries. This practice of Russia is backward 
and primitive. For such a system there is no place in our 
modern human society. Tanks and guns can only stop the 
march of armies. But not even the most perfect war wea- 
pon has succeeded in stopping, even for a second, the 
march of time. 
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