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T W O  M EM B ER S  
OF TH E HOUSE OF COMMONS

O N  T H E  R O M E  A G R E E M E N T  A N D  T H E  IN D E P E N D E N C E
O F  A U S T R IA

W e are in a position to publish the declarations 
of Messrs. William Mackeag and G. le Mander, 
Members of the House of Commons, and 
would note that, though written a few weeks 

ago, they are today more opportune than evez.

W IL L IA M  MAC K EAG  :
’ ’One of the most progressive steps in European 

polities in recent years” . That is how I am disposed 
to regard the Agreements which have been entered 
into by the Governments of Italy, Austria, and 
Hungary. Mussolini, Dollfuss and Gombos have faced 
up to the realities of the position: have grasped the 
nettle, so to speak, and have evolved an arrangement 
which should redound to the benefit of each country 
concerned. Indeed, I am inclined to take an eyen lar
ger view than that. I am constrained to believe that 
in practice the Agreements will definitely tend to be 
helpful and advantageous to Europe as a whole. 
As one who is predisposed to Free Trade my view 
to that extent may quite unconsciously be some
what coloured, but in these days of insane economic 
nationalism, when all countries are floundering about 
in a mad scamper to erect the highest and most 
impenetrable tariff walls around their boundaries, 
surely it is of benefit, if you cannot remove the bar
riers altogether, to at any rate enlarge the unit in 
which trade can flow more freely.

But let me deal with the economic aspect of the 
Agreement a moment later, and let me make brief 
reference to the political side of the arrangement.

The Consultative Pact between the three coun
tries which is the theme of the first Protocol should 
not in my opinion cause any great alarm. It may well 
be that Signor Mussolini is not anxious to share a 
common frontier with Nazi Germany, or with Ger
many under any regime for that matter, and one 
can quite understand that attitude. I am not sure 
that it would be in the best interests of European 
peace that Italy and Germany should constantly be 
sitting on each other’s immediate doorstep. The 
atmosphere might become charged with just a 
little too much electricity. However, whatever may 
have been the dangers during recent months, the 
arrangement now made renders the possibility of 
such a position arising happily remote. If the Agree
ments have the effect of securing the preservation of 
Austria, then I think a real contribution to the peace 
of Europe will have been made.

Without being in any way critical of Germany or 
the German people there can be no denying that

many students of international politics have had 
their apprehensions about the possibility of a pan- 
Germanic domain stretching from the Baltic to the 
Mediterranean or to the Black Sea. I  do not suggest 
for one moment that the Agreements now under 
review have been entered into with the object of 
preventing this eventuality, but certainly one is 
now somewhat less apprehensive.

The avowed object of the first Protocol is to secure 
a concordant policy for effective collaboration be
tween European States. Perhaps Mussolini has in his 
mind some kind of purely European League of 
Nations. Well, why not, if he feels that the present 
League is too top-heavy, too unwieldy, to accomplish 
anything? I am not expressing my view, which is 
definitely pro-League. What I am trying to do is to 
understand Mussolini’s motives, and frankly I am 
not disposed to be unduly suspicious. Rather do 
I feel that the creation of machinery for common 
consultations from which no State need, if it desires 
otherwise, be excluded, may well be of benefit and 
value to a troubled continent.

There would certainly appear to be no justi
fication for thinking that here is an attempt to create 
a close and exclusive bloc with antagonisms to other 
nations.

I welcome the facilitation of trade which will be 
made possible by the second and third Protocols. 
Anyone who has any knowledge at all of the eco
nomic conditions which have existed in Central 
Europe during the last few years must recognise that 
sooner or later something had to be done. The new 
understanding may not restore prosperity to Austria 
and Hungary, but the ball will at least be set rolling 
in that direction.

The reciprocity in trading which is now made 
possible will bring a real measure of relief to the 
agrarian populations of the two inland States, and 
assist the industrial sections of the Italian people. 
The access to the Ports of Fiume and Trieste which 
will now be enjoyed by Austria and Hungary, even 
although that access may be of a strictly limited 
character, will be an inestimable boon to those 
countries.

The economics of the Danubian Basin have pre
sented a problem of grave magnitude. Let us hope 
that these Agreements point a way to a satisfactory 
solution. It is impossible for countries to shut them
selves up in water-tight compartments and expect 
to live. They must recognise the existence of each 
other. So far as Central Europe is concerned here is
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a beginning. It is a movement in the right direction 
which I hope will continue to extend. The countries 
of the Little Entente may gnash their teeth. That 
attitude is, I  think, a mistake. It would be better if 
there were a more general recognition of those ine
xorable economic laws which ultimately will compel 
a modification of the fetish of self-sufficiency. I  re
gard these Agreements as a start in that direction so 
far as Central Europe is concerned. I hope they will 
be the prelude to a new era in which the channels 
and arteries of trade in Central Europe will throb 
with the life blood of a greater freedom of exchange, 
unchoked by unnecessary and artificial restrictions 
and impediments.

If this is accomplished, the whole world will 
benefit.

G. LE. M ANDER:
The maintenance of Austrian independence in 

accordance with Article 10 of the Covenant of the 
League of Nations is a major object of European 
policy, as it affects world peace. I  think it would have 
been much better if recent difficulties affecting the 
question had been publicly dealt with through the 
Council of the League of Nations, which is the proper 
arena in my judgment for all international problems,

and I still think the matter should receive conside
ration in this quarter.

In the absence, however, of active leadership 
from the principal powers on the Council it was left 
to Italy, which is so closely concerned, to take the 
initiative, and in the circumstances Signor Mussolini 
has done his best within the sphere of his oppor
tunities to maintain Austrian independence, though 
no doubt on rather different lines than would have 
been the case if the question had been approached 
in a more general way. The details of the recent Rome 
Agreement between Italy, Austria and Hungary are 
not known, though the general tendency seems 
clear. I venture to hope that the suggestion that 
others may feel able to associate themselves with 
the plan will be taken up, and that as wide an area 
in Central Europe as possible will be brought into 
a scheme of economic unity on the lines of the Stresa 
Conference.

If all the countries in this part of Europe are wil
ling to make economic concessions for their own 
ultimate good, I am sure that it will make for the 
general appeasement and that in due course terri
torial questions will find themselves, in the atmos
phere of goodwill and conciliation created, more 
easily capable of mutual adjustment by agreement.




