THE UNITED STATES OF EUROFPE.

At the concluding session of the Pan- |
Furppean Congress at Vienna its or-
canizer and chief propagandist, Count
KoupENHOVE-FRALSRGL, coupled a hope
with & warning. A united Europe iz
|'t:-l:|ur|.c'|. to come, ha salﬁ. but = long
| road memaing to be traveled. The
yuestion arlses whether the road iz not
lin danger of being made longer by
lgver-advertizing the hope, Openly to
preach the federation of ihe peoples of
Europe iz to irritate nationalist sus-
ceptibililies. It is too late to stigmatize
as Y Balkanization™ what was halied
ten years ago as * self-determination.”
T Central and Eastern Europa there
are new nations or aggrandized natlons
with a population of 70,000,000, They
wiil mot riss with enthusiasm to the
prospect of merging inte & United
Siates o Europe the separate ldentity
they have scarcely begun to taste. To
these should be added Ttaly, which
rreaches louder than ever the gospol
of *sacred egoism.” SHoviet Russia
offers the remarkable spectacle of a
would-be Communist and anti-nation-
alist experiment evolving into a na-
tionally conscious State.

The Tan-European idea al vVienna
may be compared with the League iden
at Geneva. It 1z likely that among the
framérs of the Covenant of the Leagie
*here was not absent the hope of a
United States of Burope to come some
dav. But it is the virtus of the League
that it found the formula for reconcil-
ing tho facts of today with the possi-
biiity of promoting a distant ideal. If
a federated Euwrope shall ullimately
come outl of Geneva, it will come not as
the result of preachment but as the
result of practice.
devies for reconciling nationality with
world peace. In the course of time
tu+ natiens eooperating for the main-
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tenmance of peace may be educated-to

the value of cooperatien ali along the
lne. But it {3 a merit of the League
cystem that Poland, Czechoslovakia,
Rumania, Yugoslavia, Italy and the
littla fellows born out of the war are
not thrown Into a susplclous defenslve
by the fear that they are belng entlced

on the road toward national self-sur-

render.

Perhaps the best illustration of the
difference between the Ceneva idea
aad the Pan-Earope idea is found in
the economic sphere. Excellent are
the resolutlons passed at tha Vienma
congress In favor of a Furopean eco-
nomie conference to deal with the
present unhappy complex of tariff bar-
rlers and commerclal rivalries, Yet at
Geneva, too, the pressing need of sup-
plementing political peace with eco-
nomic peace has been recognized, and
Geneva has debated the question of a
European economic conference. But
whereas Vienna omphasizes it as a step
toward the reallzation of Pan-Europe,
Geneva Is content to stress the Impor-

lapce of economie peace for the inter-
ests of the natlons as they are today.

Poland or Czechoslovalda, invited to
révize thelr tariffa for the sake of =
f1ture United States of Europe, will
refuse, If"it ia polnted out to them
that they are themselves the sufferers,
they are likely to reply that they are
wiliing to pay the price for thelr sepa-
rete national existence., On the other
hand, Poland or Czechoslovakia will
Isten more readily to the proposal of
i economic conference that is only
‘hat, When Iin the course of years they
ind themselves enjoylng the benefits
if European economlie unlty they may

»e open to further suggestions,
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