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FOREWORD 

By Sir WALTJ!R !.AnoN 

DutuNG the past two decades I8pid and far-reaching changes have 
been taking place in the character and distribution of the world's 
trade. The Great War itself shut off many nations from the outside 
world and threw them on their own resources, while the economic 
activity of the rest of the world, which until that time had been 
mainly focussed upon Europe, was violently interrupted and thrown 
out of gear. No country, for example, was immune from the effect 
of the famine of ships. In general, the results were sintilar to 
those which would have followed the sudden imposition of a 
regime of extreme protection. Some of these effects would in 
any case have been lasting, but subsequent developments have 
tended to create fresh disrurbances I8ther than to restore the 
pre-War state of things. The export of machinery from old 
countries and the general extension of technical knowledge has 
created new centreS of industry; the oil age has challenged the 
dominance of coal in international commerce; science has de
stroYed Oti!i'. nitrate monopoly; artificial silk factories in the 
Orient have undermined Lancashire's supremacy. The world had 
in any case to adjust itself to these new conditions. 

It is, however, a commonplace that these changes have not been 
left to work themselves out under a regime of unrestricted com
petition. On the contrary, all the governments of the world have 
intervened in an attempt to mould and a>ntrol the development of 
their own ea>nomies. Economic nationalism has been carried to 
a pitch unknown for many decades before the War and has played 
a most important part in bringing about a highly unsatisfaaoxy 
and dangerous state of general politics. 

Yet, in spite of the political as well as the economic importance 
of tariff policy and its close connection with the peace of the world, 
there have been surprisingly few attempts to make ilIcrual srudies 
of tariffs or to.trace their effects upon the actual course of trade. 
Dr. Liepmann's book is an important addition to the very limited 
literature on the subject. 

Much the most important attempt to survey the tariff siruation 
and to examine its effects was made in the extensive documentation 
prepared for the World Economic Conference of 1927. And one 
of the most interesting and ambitious of the studies then made was 
the attempt of the Secretariat of the League of Nations to calculate 
a quantitative estimate of the level of the chief tariffs of the world. 

s 



6 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

This estimate, which was a lengthy and laborious computation and 
when made was subject to considerable defeCll! of interpretation, 
bas never been repeated by the Secretariat of the League. But 
students in various countries have submitted the methods then 
adopted to critical examination and some attempts have been made 
to produce calculations for later years. One of the most interesting 
partS of Dr. Liepmann's book is his calculation of the potential 
and actual tariff level of a number of the countries of Europe for 
several years ending in 1931, when the break-down of the gold 
standard threw international trading relations once more into the 
melting-pot. 

Dr. Liepmann's book, however, is by no means only a statistical 
study, for he bas supplemented his calculations by a detailed 
realistic examination of the trade of the countries of Europe and 
of changes in the distribution of the exports of each nation. 
Though this examination is long and detailed, it is a necessaty 
preliminary to understanding the economic changes that are taking 
place in Europe. 

His exposition will no doubt be subjected to criticism in detail 
and indeed, in an attempt to focus attention on the effect of 
tariffs, there is almost inevitably a danger that the picture presented 
may be incomplete. For example, in the case of Great Britain 
duriog the nineteen-twenties the protected industries showed a very 
rapid growth which was in sharp contrast to the experience of the 
old-established and unprotected industries; but as the former 
include the artificial silk and motor industries, while the latter 
include cotton, wool, coal, iron and steel, shipbuilding, etc., the 
contrast is not mainly or even primarily to be attributed to our 
tariffs. Again, Dr. Liepmann's study, particularly in relation to 
recent years, inevitably brings out the very harmful effects which 
our statistically moderate tariff bas produced on many of the 
nations of Europe. This damage is undoubted; but if the stoty 
as told by him gives an impression of great ruthlessness, there is 
more than onc side to this question. 

Dr. Liepmann's prinmry object, however, is not to pass judgment, 
but to present matetial for forming an opinion. This he bas achieved 
with great care and skill, and by so doing bas produced a book that 
will be of real value not only to economic students, but to all who 
wish to understand the economic problems which are so closely 
interwoven with the politics of the world of to-day. 

PebruGry 1938• 



PREFACE 
THIS book was written in the years 1932-35. The manuscript 
was completed in February 1936. The work was planned for 
the series: Zum mtschaftlichen Schicksal Europas, Part I: 
Arbeiten ZUT europilischen Problematik, edited by Alfred Weber. 
This series was published with the assistance of the Rocke/eller 
Foundation. Unexpected difficulties have postponed the 
publication of the study until to-day, so that it only now 
appears in an English translation. 

Although all the figures in the concluding chapte! about the 
economic development of Europe in 1934-35 are already part 
of the economic history of Europe, yet the consequences of 
European protectionist comme!cial policy, especially since 1929, 
and all its dangers, which these figures WeIe intended to illus
trate, still persist. Owing substantiaIly to public works and 
growing rearmaments we are witnessing "national recoveries" 
in many countries, financed by swelling debts. At the same 
time, hOWeveI, the development of world trade remains un
satisfactory. The doubts recorded at the beginning of 1936 
regarding the stability of such prosperity are justified even 
to-day. I have therefore allowed the statistics and conclusions 
of the last chapteI to stand in the form in which they appear in 
this book. 

I desire to express my gratitude to Professor Alfred Weher 
of Heidelberg, at whose instigation the study was undeItaken, 
for his friendly advice and assistance in OVeICOming many 
difficulties, and my indebtedness to Sir Walter Lay ton and 
to Mr. G. K. Logie, the former for his Introduction and the 
latte! for his constructive criticism of the book in proof. 

HEINRlCH LIEPMANN. 
LoNDON, 1937. 
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PART I 
OBJECTS, METHODS AND LIMITS OF 

THE INVESTIGATION 



I 

THE OBJECfS OF THE INQUIRY 

PROBLEMS of tariff policy occupy a pre-eminent place in the 
history of European post-War economy. The number of books 
and articles in periodicals and newspapers upon tariff questions 
in the post-War literature of all European countries is beyond 
computation. An instance of the paramount importance which 
the tariff problem had attained in questions of post-War 
economy was the request of the Preparatory Committee of 
the World Eoonomic Conference of 1927/ addressed to the 
Eoonomic Secretariat of the League of Nations, to make a 
statistical inquiry into the levels of tariffs throughout the world. 
This memorandum was prepared under the supervision of 
Mr. A. Luveday, the Director of the Eoonomic Department of 
the League of Nations, and published in the year 1927 with the 
title T ariJJ Lewl Indicu.· Its statistical statement of the general 
tariffleve1s of fifteen European and five overseas countries, 1913 
and 1925, to which observations by eminent experts on the 
methods and the difficulties of such investigations were attached, 
attracted great attention in economic circles, and caused dis
cussions of the problem, even after the conference had closed.· 

Voluminous, however, as is the post-War literature upon the 
tariff probJem, especially upon questions of single tariff rates, 
the number of inquiries which attempt to provide statistical 
measurements of levels of whole customs tariffs or greater 
groups of commodities, in the manner of the Geneva investiga
tion, is very small. Only three noteworthy examples of this 
character may be cited: first, the inquiries of the English 

• Hereinafter referred to as "W .E.C. I<J27." 
• Tariff Lewl Indices, Geneva, 1927, hereinafter called Tariff 

Leuels • 
• Comp. lAwday'. London lecture iD 1928 and its discussion, 

"The Measurement of Tariff Levels," in.1ounral Dj rJr. Royal Sum.
heal Society, vol. cxii, pp. 487-529, hereinafter called "Loveday." 

11 ~~ B 
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"Committee on Industry and Trade" into the height of duties 
imposed on England's most important exports between 1914 
and 1924 in her chief markets, which was published in 1926 in 
the second chapter of the Balfour Report (StmI't)' of Overseas 
Markets).' Secondly, the inquiry of the Vienna Section of 
the International Chamber of Commerce into tariff levels in 
fourteen European states in the year 1926, which was remitted 
to the World Economic Conference of 1927." Thirdly, the 
report on The Economit; Situation of Austria, presented in 
1924 to the League of Nations by Sir Walter Lay ton and 
Professor Rist.· 

Moreover, comparative studies of the development of the 
tariffleveIs in Europe since 1927 are lacking. Recently ProfessOr 
CtmdliJIe has complained of this filet in the WorM Economit; 

StmI't)' of the League of Nations, published in 1933." 
In the following inquiry an attempt will be made to repair 

this omission, for the period from 1927 to 1931, at least with 
regard to tariff developments in Europe. It will be explained 
later why the statistical analyses are only continued to the end of 
the year 1931, and why only the lessons for the present situation 
(1936) of Europe and the world are drawn from the material 
discussed in this study.' 

There are two main questions which we shall endeavour to 
answer in this work. These may be quite generaIly formulated 
as its two main themes as follows:-

First, statistical bases have been provided for the levels of 
European tariffs in 1927 and 1931, and for their better apprecia
tion the corresponding figures for the year 1913 are added as a 

1 SUl'fJey '" Owrseas Marku, chap. ii, pp. 539 et seq., Londoa, 
1926, hereinafter called "Ba!four Report." 

I Zollhliho und War_e, Vienna, 192.7, h=mafter called Vienna 
Study. 

• Comp. W. T. Layton and Ch. RUt, The &onomU: Situtmon '" 
Awtria, Part II, chap. ill, pp. 88-89, Geneva, 192.$, hereinafteI 
reterred to as the Layton-Rist report. 

• W",,/d &onomU: Suroey, 193"""33, p. 194> hereinafter called 
~c Survey 14" 

• Comp. pp. 41-42 of this book. 
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pre-War comparative basis. This has been done in the tables 
and graphs of the appendix; and the European tariff policy 
which is expressed by these figures is elucidated in the second 
part of this study. 

Secondly, the influence of the European tariff policy upon 
the development of the reciprocal foreign trade relations of 
Continental countries has been analysed. These intra
European foreign trade relations, investigated by Drs. Gaedicke 
and w. Eynern in a manner very valuable for the present book, . 
are called Die ProduktionszoirtscluJftliche Integration Europas 
("The Economic Integration of Europe"), after the title of the 
study of these two authors; 1 so that the second main theme 
iJf our study consists in an analysis of the effects of European 
tariff policy upon the economic integration of Europe between 

.1927 and 1931. The Ielevant investigations are contained in 
the third part of the book and are elucidated by numerous 
smaller tables in the text and a few larger tables in the 
appendix •. 

Here important results of recent years (1933-34) are 
indicated. 

The anticipations of the economic futute of Europe which 
are suggested by the individual inquiries in the second and 
third parts have been summarised in a final chapter on the 
outlines, causes, and dangers of European post-War commercial 
policy (between 1927 and 1935). 

Before we begin our concrete studies it is necessary, by an 
examination of the applied methods and limits of such an 
analysis, to furnish some indication of its very great theoretical 
and practical difficulties. This will explain why so few statistical 
inquiries into the levels of whole customs tariffs have thus far 
been undertaken. 

1 Camp. Gaediclu and fJ. Eynem, "Die produktionswirtschaftli 
Integration Europas," Tcxt-u-Tabellenband (Z"", wirtscbafrlichen 
Schick:41 Eurcpa$, Teil i), Berlin, 1933. 



11 

THE METHODS OF THE INVESTIGATION 

PRELIMINARY REMARK: Every measurement of a tariff lerJei demands 
t13 its data a knofIJleJg. of the system of the customs tariffs in
'COWed, of the rates of duties of the goods in question, and of the 
prices of these commodities. Finally, it must b. ascertained f1Jltat 
kind of o:oerages haw been wed in the inquiry. 

(a) Tariffs 

EVERY duty is a tax imposed by a State on the entry of foreign 
goods into the country, or on the export of its own commodities 
abroad. In the former case, we are concerned with import, in 
the latter with export duties. As export duties played a minor 
part in European commerce both before and after the War, 
except in a number of the smaller states (e.g. the Balkan States), 
they will be left out of account in this study. 

Two objectives may occasion the imposition of import 
duties: the state may desire to raise revenue, in which case 
they become revenue or fiscal duties. 

The second type of import duty did not develop until the 
mercantilist age, and only in the nineteenth century did it 
assume considerable proportions.. The purpose of this duty 
consists in impeding-ilJl urgent occasions-in preventing, the 
importation of foreign goods which are already produced by 
home industries or are likely to he produced in the future, 
although at higher prices than those quoted by foreign com
petitors. These are the protective duties, which, when they 
prevent import, may be designated prohibitive duties. Their 
intended effect always lies in raising the price level of the goods 

1 Comp. BriiuN, article" ZOlIe," in Handwilrter bud! tier Sttldts
flJissmscit., vol. viii, p. 1157. 
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upon which a tariff is imposed above the level which un
restricted foreign competition would bring about in the home 
market. Pure fiscal and pure protective tariffs are antagon
istic. For whereas the fonner strive after the highest possible 
revenue, and therefore the greatest possible importation of 
the taxed goods, the latter aim at securing the most com
ptehensive protection of that branch of home industry which 
is protected, and therefore the most effective prevention of 
import. The nature of a revenue tarilf, free from any pro
tectionist taint. may only be ascribed to those duties which 
a country imposes on such imported goods as are neither 
produced by it nor are likely to be produced by it in the 
future. (Example: the duties of European countries on colonial 
produce.) 

In view of the pronounced differences in the productive 
possibilities of European climates or European technique, as 
well as the frequent admixture of financial and protectionist 
motives of the various countries when fixing their tariff rates, 
by tar the greater number of all duties of the European states 
possess a fiscal and protectionist character.' 

Owing to this mutuaIly exclusive nature of revenue and 
protective duties, such investigations as those of the League 
of Nations Memorandum of 1921, or the Vienna Study on the 
protectionist nature of tariffs, have omitted the fiscal duties 
on alcohol, tnbacco and colonial produce,! or have subjected 
them tn special calculations.' 

In the present study we sbaIl be concerned only with such 
duties as those imposed by European countries upon products 
of European origin between 1913 and 1931; we sbaIl therefore 
have to include duties on European alcoholic beverages and 
European tobacco. 

For, in the first place, it is not correct that these duties have a 
purely or primary fiscal importance for all European countries, 

J. Brauer, loc. ciL,. p~ IJS8 . 
• Comp. Tariff lArJ<ls, p. IS. 
• Comp. Vienna SZIldy, pp. ix-x and 3-
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and are therefore of no significance whatever; in the analysis of 
the changes in protectionist tariff levels. Secondly, the treat
ment of the relation between the economic integration of Europe 
and the development of tarifflevels in Europe necessitated their 
inclusion. For this question involved the discussion of all 
European tariffs operating to impede the export of important 
exportable goods of anyone European country to any other. 
Inasmuch as they impede the free exchange of goods, both 
revenue and protective tariffs have similar effects. Therefore, as 
was jusdy stated in the discussion of Mr. Looeday's lecture in 
London, against their omission from such calculations, they 
are "both obstruction to trade." • 

On the other hand, this study will take no account of duties 
imposed on products of undoubted non-European origin. 

(b) The Selection of Goods and the Notion of the 
"Potential Tariff Level" 

We have therefore to investigate the European tariff 
levels which have impeded the exchange of goods within 
the boundaries of Europe. By tariff level we understand 
a magnitude which is equal to the average of the percentages 
which the duties imposed by any tariff (or group of duties of 
a tariff) constitute of the values of the commodities subjected· 
to that tariff (or group of duties).' 

Modem international trade comprises a very great variety 
of goods. In order to comprehend this variety, modern 

t Rather are they for some countries (e.g. England or the Scandi
navian states) pure revenue tariffs; for others, such as France, 
Spoin, Germany, etc., of a definitely protectionist cbaracter. Compare 
discussion of Mt. Lovsday'.lecture, pp. 522 and Sal. In order, how
ever, that the duties on alcohol, tobacco, and petrol, imposed often for 
fiscal reasons, should play no undue part in the calculstions, the 
average figures of their groups of goods were also calculated without 
them. (See Figure. At, AS, Bt, BS in the tables of the Appendix.) 

S See Lovsday, pp. 494 and 522. 
S Camp. the definition of the term "tariff level" in Tariff Uwls, 

pp. It, 12, § ill. 
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tariffs bave therefore to contain many divisions and sub
divisions rising from a few hundred ~.g. the tariffs of 
Great Britain and the Scandinavian States-to several thousands 
-e.g. the tariffs of Poland, Roumania, France, etc.' Most of 
these tariffs contain mainly specific duties (duties per unit of 
weight or per piece); while some (e.g. Great Britain and 
Holland) as a rule impose ad valorem duties only. There are 
also tariff rates, which consist of a combination of specific and 
ad fJa/qrem duties, e.g. in the case of Austria, R.t>l1manja, etc. 

Wherever specific duties are imposed, these must, for the 
purpose of estimaring the tariff levels, be converted into ad 
valorem duties. The theoretically exact level of a whole tariff 
is a weighted or unweighted average of the height of all the 
individual duties. As many tariffs consist of thousands of 
separate rates, an enormous number of separate calculations 
would bave to be made in order to arrive at a correct figure 
of the tariff level. Such a calculation, however, would be 
inappropriate. For, besides the duties of imported goods of 
great importance to the country whose tariff was under in
vestigation, it would also include those hundreds of commodities 
which play little or no part at all. 

Inquiries into the level of a whole tariff or a group of its 
duties can, therefore, rationally embody nothing more than 
calculations of the averages of duties upon selected goods or 
groups of goods; these figures are then to be regarded as 
representative for the level of the whole tariff. The selective 
principle, which determines the admission of any goods into the 
computation, can only be determined by the purpose of the 
inquiry. • 

When the Economic Secretariat of the League of Nations 
made its inquiry in 1927, it hoped to provide a statistical basis 
for estimating the hindrance to world trade Py tariffs, and there
fore tried to determine the tariff levels of the most important 
importing countries of the fJJtJrld. Conseq1lCIltly. it sought, by 
compiling two lists of 78 or 278 commodities, to provide "fair 

1 See Looeday, p. 495. 
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samples of the whole quantity of goods constituting inter
national trade." 1 

In this study we shall apply this method in dealing with the 
obstructions to the European exchange of goods, under the two 
main headings previously mentioned. 

First of all, we shall endeavour to compile a fair sample list 
of the whole quantity of goods constituting European trade. 
For this purpose the official export statistics of the Euro
pean countries for the years 1913, 1927, and 1931 have been 
examined, and with their aid a list of 144 commodities has been 
compiled ("A-List," see Appendix of Tables). Each could be 
regarded as an important export commodity of at least one 
European country, and several represented important export 
goods of many others.· 

This list is arranged into three main groups: 

A.-Foodstuffs and live animals (agrarian economy). 
B.-Semi-finished industrial goods}. d"--:-' 
C.-Manufactured industrial goods m W> ...... economy. 

Each of these three main groups is again divided into 6, 5, 8 
classes respectively. The height of the rate of import duty fur 
each of these 144 commodities in fifteen European countries, 
with respect to the years 1913, 1927, and 1931, has been 
calculated on the basis of the .. normal prices" indicated in the 
"A-List," which gives the export prices of the leading Euro
pean export countries in those years. The average duties fur 
each of the nineteen classes, for the three main groups and fur 
the total list, had then to be established, and these average 
figures had ~ be taken as representative fur the tariff levels 
of fifteen countries of Europe between 1913 and 1931." 

If it be asked whether each of the fifteen countries really 
imported all the 144 goods of the A-List in each of t4e three 

1 Camp. Tariff LtJwIs, p. 12, § iv. 
• See in Appendix of Tab! .. the A-List, which shows in the case 

of each commodity, by indicating the price source, for which country 
it has a special export importance • 

• See details in section dealing with this list, Part II. 
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years and actUall.y imposed the -estimated duties, the answer is 
in the negative. For we are concerned with prominent export 
commodities of the different countries, and for this reason alone 
their importation into countries where they constitute the most 
important export commodities is improbable. (E.g. Southern 
fruit would scarcely be imported into Italy or timber into 
Finland or Poland.) Other goods in this list have been excluded 
from the imports of various states owing to prohibitive duties.1 

In all cases where no importation of these goods in the A-List 
has occurred, such imports have been presumed according to 
the prices of the A-List and the height of the duties has been 
calculated according to !:he rates in operation. In this way, 
independendy of the question of what importation has actUall.y 
occurred, we have obtained statistical bases for the tarilf levels 
of the principal European export goods in the fifteen most 
important European importing countries. 

As we are concerned to a considerable extent merely wi!:h 
fictitious imports, the tarilf levels so determined have been 
designated "potential tarilf levels." 

The momentous changes between 1913 and 1931 are shown 
in Tables AI (absolute figures of the potential tarilf levels) and 
An (relative figures of the rates of duty and the potential tarilf 
levels in comparison with 1913). In the second part of the 
study we shall analyse the details of every country. 

~), 

(c) The A'DeI"ages 

The averages derived by adding together the single duties 
have proved to be useful even without weighting. For the 
indices of the League of Nations Memorandum calculated with 
weighted figures show only slight dmations from its un
weighted figures.' Moreover, it is the opinion of Mr. Looeday, 
who is by far the best authority on these problems, that 

1 partly, of course, for other reasons uncomiected with tarilf pOlicy, 
see p. 38 of this study • 
. • See Tariff Levels, tables, pp. [s and 20, S v. 
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"the practical importance of weighting may not be exag
gerated." 1 

Consequently, all the averages of the po~tial tariff levels 
in this work are simple arithmetic means. 

On the other hand, it would seem very inappropriate to 
follow the example of the League of Nations Memorandum. 
and to give only one figure for a whole tariff and another for the 
duties upon finished goods. 

The tables of the potential tariff levels and their textual 
analysis in Part II of this investigation show very distinctly in 
almost all tariffs what great differences have developed in the 
tariff levels of the three main groups, and within their sub
divisions. 

These differences, only revealed by detailed subdivision of 
the list of goods, appear both in regional as well as in temporal 
comparisons. They are an expression of the great differentia
tion of the general economic structures of the European 
countries concerned. To ignore them would render all inquiries 
into the tariff levels of Europe abortive, so that a calculation of 
merely a few general averages would obscure these differences, 
which throw light on the tendencies of tariff policy and the real 
nature of the tariffs of different countries. The 1act of further 
classified figures for the tariff levels of sufficiently homogeneous 
groups of goods must therefore be regarded as the weakest 
side of the admirable Geneva study of 1927. Even at that 
time, this omission prompted the Belgian delegate Brunet to 
declare that such general figures were too vague and took no 
account of the profound differences which may exist between 
various systems oJ protection.' 

1 lAoeday, p. SIo. . 
• See Bru,,""s criticism in Tariff Leo.is, p. 26. Perhaps we should 

add that the special purpose of the Geneva study was the investigation 
into the disturbances of world trade by tariffs, which procIuded 
detailed inquiries into single mrifIiI. Tariff LerJe1s, pp. S, 18, § ii. 
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(d) The Prices 

The prices of the goods in the A-List were taken from the 
official export statistics. This method caused a slight increase 
in the calculated tariff levels. For both specific duties, and, as a 
rule, the ad oolorem duties, are imposed upon the prices of the 
imported goods at the level which they reach at the frontier of 
the importing country C" cif. prices ''). These cif. prices include 
at least charges for the freight and insurance fur the transport 
of the goods from the frontier of the exporting to the frontier of 
the importing country, and are therefore higher than the export 
prices used here; consequently, the tariff rates of the importing 
countries represent a somewhat slighter burden than the figures 
here submitted.' But these deviations are only slight' and are, 
moreover, present in all tariff calculations in this study. They 
have been accepted here in view of the great advantage of all 
export over import statistics.· 

(e) The Duty Rmes 

The rates of duty which were employed in the computation of 
the potential tarifflevels were the conventional rates in all cases 
where commercial agreements have turned the autonomous 
tariffs into conventional tariffs. 

In I9I3, 1927, and (still) in 1931 Europe was covered with a 
network of most-favouted nation agreements, which meant that 
practically every European country enjoyed the benefit of con
ventional rates.' Autonomous rates have only been employed 
where conventional tariffs did not exist .• 

1 See Tariff L""e1s, p. 14, § XV. 

I See the slight differences between the figuIes of method A 
(import prices) and the method B1 (eaport prices) in Tariff ~e1s, 
P·15· 

I See p. 28 of this study. 
• With regard to Wale exceptions, see p. 30' of this study. 
• Conventiooal and autonomous rates for the year 1913 were taken 

from the publication of the .. Deutschen Reichsamtes des Innem," 
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(f) The "Actual Tariff l.efJeZs" and the Economic Integration 
if Ewope 

The figures of the potential tIIri1f levels have only been 
obtained with the aid of the "As if" imports of all the I44 goods 
in the A-List. The official import statistics. which state only 
actual imports. could not generally be used for a selection of 
representative European export goods in order to frame such a 
general list of goods. to serve as the basis of the comparative 
calculation oftllri1flevels: for the variation of imports described 
by the import statistics is. in fact. to a very considerable extent 
the result of that which bas first to be investigated. viz. the 
changes in the tariff levels and their repercussions upon the 
actual imports of States.1 Thus. these .. As if" imports were 
essential for understandiog the general changes and tendencies 
of European tariff policy as a whole. but they could not explain . 
adequatcly the concTete effects of these changes upon the foreign 
trade position of the single countries. 

It was only possible to estimate the different effects upon the 
exports of the single countries caused by the changes in the 
tIIri1f policy of the single countries, if the actual exports were 
contrasted with these changes. 

Consequently. we shall endeavour (in the third part of this 
study) to provide a realistic basis for the sometimes hypothetical 
figures of the potential tIIri1f levels by calculating the duties 
upon the principal goods actually exported by European 
countries in I9I3. 1927. and 1931. By making generous use of 
the inquiries of Gaedicke and fI. Eynem and the official export 

Sysrmzarisclu ZUSant1lU1UuUung tIer Tari/e des In-und-Auskmdn, vol. 
A-E, Berlin, 19II-1], hereinafter cited 8S ZUSant1lU1UzeUung, for lbe 
years 1927 and 1931, from Ihe current publication of Ihe tariffs and 
commercial treaties of lbe world in lbe official DtJUlSch .. Han4els
archW, 1919 et seq. (hereinsfter cited as H.A.). 

1 This is Ihe reason which from lbe sl8I1dpoint of meIhod is 
decisive, why only export statistics but not import statistics were used 
here. Loueday has discussed lbese reasons wiIh great lucidity in 
his lecture, pp. 497-498 and 514-515. 
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statistics, the export connections of twenty-four European 
countries, with their most important Continental customers, 
were taken as the starting-point for the comparison of the 
changes in the duties imposed upon their important exports 
between 1913 and 1931. 

If therefore, in the investigations of the potential tariff levels, 
the individual countries figured prominently as importers of a 
constructed representative list of goods, we have considered 
in the third part the various countries, in the first place, as 
actual exporters. 

As the tariffs of the chief customers ale different, and as the 
main exports of each country to different customers may belong 
to distinct groups of commodities, the averages of the duties 
upon the important exports of a single country to its customers 
will also VaIY. The average of the duties upon the important 
exports of country A to country B, calculated from the duties 
in the tariff of country B and the prices of the respective 
goods in country A, may be called the "national index" 
of the .. actual tariff level" of country B for the imports from 
country A.' The actual tariff level of country B then is the 
simple arithmetic average of all the national indices for the 
imports of country B. In this way we obtained, first, figures 
foI the height of duties upon important export goods of 
countries imposed by their most important European maIkets 
(TablesD of the sections of Part Ill); then, in Tables BI-IV of 
the Appendix, the averages of the national indices of the actual 
tariff levels of the laIger European import countries have been 
calculated and the figures thus gained are represented in the 
Tables B of the Appendix as the figures of "actual tarifflevels."· 

For fourteen of twenty-four European states such tables of 
actual tariff levels could be compiled in accordance with the 
scheme of commodities used in the A-List." 

, Comp. Haberler, lnumational. HamJelspolitik, p. 265, Berlin, [933. 
• Or of all actual imports of a country as fat as recorded here. 
I Comp. more details about actuallllrilf levels, pp. 189-[91 of Ibis 

study. 



30 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

With regard to the sources for the selection of data, little 
need be stated in supplementing what has been said about 
the calculation of the potential tarifflevels. 

Here, too, for the reasons above mentioned we were precluded 
from using import statistics. and only the export statistics for 
goods and price ascertainments were taken into account. 

In every case where a tariff was tied by conventional rates, 
these again were treated as the rates actually imposed against 
all importing countries. To this rule there were two exceptions: 

(1) In the estimation of German exports to Poland and fJia 
'lJe1'SIZ from I927 to I93I only the autonomous duties could be 
reckoned owing to the absence of a treaty between the two 
States at this perind.1 

(2) The same applied to exports from Czechoslovakia to 
Hungary and flice 'Oersa in I93I, as the commercial treaty 
between both countries expired on the ISth November 1930.' 

The rates of duties of all countries were mostly taken from 
the Deutsche Hantkls-Arcm'O." 

1 For details see Part Ill, pp. 2[8-220, 3[7-3[8; 29[-292,327-328. 
• In a number of cases other sources were available, which are 

indicated in due course. 
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THE LIMITS OF THE INQUIRY 

PRl!LlMINARY REMARK: An explanation of the methods which htw8 
b.... mtployed to meastlI'S ths pote1Jtjal and a&tuai tariJJ 
Je.nls fJIOU!d bs inJufficient without a supp1smentary description 
of their chief difficulties and ths theoretical limits of the fIfllue 
of the jiguTa obtained. 

FU1Idamentally the difficulties wTrick prompted the greatest 
caution whm using the tables were lfJJofold: first, SOUTces of error 
wTrick tlTose from the methods themselves-that is to say, "inherent" 
difficulties. Sscondly, considerations wTrick were suggested by 
comparing the relDtiw importance of /tlTiJJs in the system of 
European post-W tIT commercial poli&y and in that of the pr~ 
WtIT era. 

(a) Inherent Difficulties of Metlwds 

(aa) Selection of Goods and Structure of Custom Tariffs 

It is well known that the export and import statistics of the 
European countries are compiled in accordance with the scheme 
of their tIriffs. As all attempts to assimilate the tariffs of the 
different countries to each other with reference to the classifi
cation of goods have so far failed, there is no agreement 
between the items of the foreign trade statistics of one country 
and the goods scheme of the tariff of another. Consequently, 
all tariff measurements which, like the present, definitely avoid 
the employment of import statistics encounter extraordinary 
difficulties when trying to ascertain the precise equivalent 
items in the corresponding tariffs for the goods selected as 
important. . 

Only in the case of plainly defined staodard goods is the 
solution of this problem a simple one; but otherwise "the 

31 
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variety of tariffs is so great that no on~ has ever succeeded in 
compiling a synoptic confrontation of various tariffs." 1 

The more detailed the subdivisions of a customs tariff are, 
then in order to render protection effective, the greater are the 
difficulties such a tariff system will offer to the cllIssification of 
goods taken from more comprehensive schemes of foreign 
trade statistics. 

With few exceptions, Europe's post-War tariffs show a 
tendency towards great subdivision. 

List A of the League Memorandum of 1927 mentions the 
article "Unbleached cotton yarn, single." When the French 
tariff for this article was checked, it was found that forty tates 
of duties had to be consulted to discover this "one .. article.' 

From the material collected in this book two examples of the 
differentiation of European post-War tariffs may be quoted: 

In the Polish tariff of 1924 item No. 167, " Machinery and 
apparatus," was split up into 50 subdivisions, which again were 
so specialised that the "one" item No. 167 comprised 167 
different tates of duty.' 

In the Italisn tariff of 1921 the item No. 301, "Iron pipes," 
was subdivided into 70 sepaIate tates. Further difficulties 
resulted from the variety of units of measure for the san1e 

goods in export statistics and in tariffs-difficulties which have 
sometimes been so great as to make it impossible to continue 
the calculations because no common denominator could be 
found. 

If in calculating potential tariff levels the list of goods were 
to take full account of the refined subdivision of important 
tariffs, it would have to consist of a long series of sharply defined 
commodities in which the different tariffs would permanendy 

1 See article by H. Fiach, "Die internationale Vereinheitlichung 
dea Zolltarifschemas in dOl europiiiachen Zollunion," in EuropiiiscM 
Zollunicm, Berlin, 1926, pp. 206-2"7, and Loveday, pp. 506, 514, on 
the extraordinary diflicultiea of "marrying" export statistics and 
tariff items. 

I See Tariff Lewls, p. 19, § iv . 
• Comp. HJ4.., 1928, pp. 1023-1024. 
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deviate. And thus the. list woUld not fulfil· the essential 
condition of representing export importance for several 
countries. 

IT actual tariff levels for the export goods of a country were 
to be calculated according to the schemes of tariffiI of the chief 
customers, such a computation would encounter the same 
difficulties. 

Consequently, in the inquiry that follows we bad no alter
native, in calculating both potential and actual tariff levels, 
than to employ a minimum and a maximum rate of duty in the 
case of all those goods in respect of which the duty rates were 
not perfectly plain. These two rates confined the "space" 
within the classification of goods of any tariff whose level was 
to be measured. As, however, double calculations were 
necessary for almost all goods in groups B and C, also 
for many of A, the result in nearly all cases has been double 
figures of the height of duties. This explains why all tables 
of tariff levels or single duties contain double figures. 

(bb) The Problem of Price Data 

Prices were often a source of considerable miscalculation. 
They were taken from the export statistics, which in most cases 
classify goods belonging to closely related branches of pro
duction into smaller groups.l For any attempt to record the 
thousands of individual export goods-in the strict sense of the 
word_ould be frustrated by the complexity of the material.' 
Further, in most cases these statistics did not indicate the 
different export prices for the different markets, but provided 

1 Camp. the essay of GrtlefJtll, "Scheinbare Widcrspriiche in 
der Aussenhandelsstatistik," in Winsdrqftsdiemt, Bd. J9, Heft 3. 
1934· 

• The greater the number of finished goods among the total 
volume of exports, the sttonger iI the tendency to classify in groups 
of good., as the production of finished goods is the sphere of greatest 
differentiation. Conaequeotly, the prices of the'trade statisti"" of the 
great industrial countries repICSent aversgcs of groups of commodities 
which often contain a c:onsidersble number of siDgle articles. 

c 



34 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE. 

only a value per unit for a given weight or piece of an export 
article, arrived at by dividing the amount of total export value 
by the amount of total weight (or total number of pieces). 

In all those countries whose exports consisted mainly of 
highly manufactured goods, these export values per unit may 
lead to considerable error in calculating the height of duties. 
For great variations appear in the prices of these goods in the 
exports to different countries. 

This may be made clear by an example taken from the trade 
statistics of Switzerland, in which different export prices were 
given according to different export markets. 

The average value of an exported Swiss gold wrist-watch in 
1927 amounted to Sw. Fr. 44·30. 

But the regional classification of the prices of this "one» 
article showed: 

1. The value of a watch exported to Italy was Sw. Fr. 66-90 
2~ » » »Germany ". "SS'7O 
3. » " »Great Britain~, "as-co 

Every calculation based on the average value of 44.3° would 
show much too high a figure for the German and Italian specific 
duties on Swiss watches; while, on the other hand, much too 
Iowa figure for the amount of the English duty on Swiss watches, 
if England had a specific duty. 

Yet in the present work the value per unit of the export 
statistics must be taken as the base of price data, just as was 
done in the Leagw Study of 1927. The choice of regionally 
different values was precluded by the lack of such detailed 
export prices.' . 

The choice of exact individual prices, however, obtained by 
inquiries among exporters,· is, on the one hand, possible only 

1 Only in the statistics of a few stares, e.g. in the Swiss, Belgian, 
and German eaport statistics, are such variatiOIlS in export values 
given. 

• This method was employed by the Vienna inquiry upon the 
tariff level for 402 Austrian export articles, and produced undoubtedly 
the best price data for inquiries into the hindrances against the 
eaport of only one country (see Vi_ Srudy, pp. viii, ix). 
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in the case of strictly defined indiVidual goods; but, on the other 
hand, cannot be used for investigations which are to comprise 
more than one country, as it would be impossible to procure 
the necessary exact price data.1 

(cc) The Problem of the Averages 

The manner in which averages are arrived at deserves special 
attention. It is known that arithmetical averages only give a true 
picture of the magnitudes of their elements, if the latter are 
fairly homogeneous. This is well expressed in the statement of 
the German delegate Trendelenburg, contributed to the League 
Memorandum ofI927: .. Between rates of duty of 0 and 331% 
no average rate can be calculated which can be looked upon as 
representative." • 

The classification of potential and actual tariff levels into 
nineteen subclasses, however, reveals astonishingly great 
differences in the levels of the various classes and groups, 
which were more sharply accentuated in 1931 than in 1927 and 
1913. The greatest differences are to be found in group Ai also 
groups B and C seldom show homogeneity in the tariff levels 
of their classes. 

Consequently the averages of the general potential and 
actual tariff levels, regarded as absolute figures, have the least 
practical value, as they form the average of nineteen, mostly 
very heterogeneous class averages; therefore these averages can 
be hardly representative.' 

Also the averages of the groups A, B, and C are in each case 
to be tested by the greater or Iesser degree of homogeneity of 

1 See Looed4y, pp. 498-499. 
I Tariff Uwls, p. 28. 
• The exceptional height of the duties on alcohol, tobacco, and 

mineral oil products was, in addition to their strong fiscal cbarac:ter, 
the main reason why, on the one hand, they have been omitted in 
almost all cases when calculating the average of a whole tariff, and 
why, on the other hand, in calculating the group averages of A and B, 
they were only employed to ascertain special group avemges (A" and 
B'). See Tables A and B in the Appendia. 
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their class averages, before any opinion can be expressed upon. 
their capacity to represent the tariff levels for foodstuffs, semi
manufactured and finished goods of the country concerned. 
The class averages everywhere have the greatest practical value 
for appraising the general tendencies of European tariff levels 
and of European protection. And even with them it is always 
necessary to pay attention to duties on single commodities 
differing very much from their class average. 

These considerations prompted us, in computing potential" • 
tariff levels, to exclude all those countries which admitted the 
greater part of their imports duty free, but imposed (often very 
high) duties OD a few articles. These duties alone could be -
utilised in calculating the potential tariff levels, while the·' 
majority of imports, admitted duty free, would not enter into the' 
arithmetical average at all. Great Britain is the chief country 
we have in mind. Before the War she imposed ocly a few high 
duties OD alcohol, colonial produce and sugar, while in 1927-31, 
despite the introduction of numerous new duties, she admitted 
so many goods of the A-List duty free as to render unfair any 
comparison with the elaborate tariff systems of other countries. 

The same applied to Denmark and Norway, as well as to 
Holland, whose tariff, while admitting a large number of goods 
in all groups free, never imposed a higher tax than 5% in 1913, 
and never more than 8% of the value of the goods in 1921-31. 
(Exceptions: duties on sugar, alcohol, oils, of which indications 
have been given in the discussion of the actual tariff levels in 
Part Ill.) 

(dd) The Problem of Comparisons 

Finally, a warning must be uttered against inferring propor
tional differences in the degru of protectionism from a com
parison of the absolute figures for potential and actual tariff 
levels of various European countries. LtnJeday has COD

vincingly shown that tariff measurements cannot establish 
anything of the sott.' The decisive reason for this lies in the 

1 Laoeday, pp. 491-493 and 513. 
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• differences in the economic structure of countries. The 
American delegate. T. W. Page, and the Italian delegate, di 

• Noia, were right in emphasizing the point (to which Haberler 
has recendy called attention 1) that the same absolute tariff 
levels may have entirely different effects upon the exclusion of 
the taxed goods, accotding to the purchasing power of the 
countries concerned, and the elasticity of the demand for the 
taxed products. 

The foregoing difficulties of the methods of measuring 
potential and actual tariff levels will have sufficiendy indicated 
with what caution the calculated figures must be used fur 
drawing conclusions. 

The inquiry was continually beset by the same danger: 
• the significance of individual duties was often lost in too com

prehensive averages. We have therefore frequendy returned, 
in the textu3J. analysis in Parts 11· and III, to illustrative 
examples of single duties, which the Japanese delegate, M. N. 
Sato, declared in his remarks to the League Study, z921, to be 

· necessary fur an «approach to the ptoblem from the economic 
point of view.n • 

More importance should be attached to the relative changu 
in tariff levels in the course of time than to the absolute figures. 
For as the same limitations of method were in force during 
each of the three test years, and therefore had no appreciable 
influence on the course of development, there is all the greater 
reality in the changes revealed by the figures Le. the broad 
lines of development of European tariff policy and tariff levels, 
especially as the intervals between the years are sufficiendy 

· wide to allow structural tendencies to emerge. 
In whatever manner the problem of tariff level measurement 

may be approached, it can only be rightly understood if all the 
figures are interpreted with the necessary circumspec:tion and if 
its cc extreme complexity .. • be kept coDStandy in mind. As is 

, Haberler,op. at., pp. 26)-26S. 
• Tar!ff Leo.Js, p. 3S. 
• Pbmse used by the Italian delegate Nol4; see Tar!ff Leo.Js, p. 34. 
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jusdy emphasized in the League Study of 1927: "Much more 
important (than the various absolute figures) 8le the ratios 
which the figures be81 to one another." And Mr. LOfJeday has 
even denied great significance to the absolute figures.' 

(b) Decreasing Importance of Tariffs in the System of 
European Post-War Trade Policy 

In the foregoing sections we have pointed out why the 
statistics we have collected should be interpreted with the 
utmost caution. We have now to touch upon the question of 
cause and effect as between tariff levels and import movements, 
and we must show why the whole problem of tariff levels has no 
longer the same importance as it had in pre-W81 times. 

Generally it should be bome in mind that many causes, such 
as changes in consumption, bad harvests, national boycott 
movements, and so on, may operate in bringing about 
changes in the import structure of a countty. Here we were 
only concemed with those import vBIiations which were ex
clusively produced by means of a resttictive trade policy. So 
long as the tariff remains the most effective means at the 
disposal of national trade policy to reduce imports, absolute 
height and changes in t81iif levels of those countties whose 
production is integrated deserve the greatest consideration. 
In such cases, obviously changes in imports and exports can be 
tteated as caused by simultsneous changes in tariff levels. 

Much greater caution must be observed in applying the 
relationships of cause and effect when, owing to vital 
innovations in protectionism, the number and weight of factors 
restticting imports undergo change. 

The axiom of trade policy of pre-W81 times "was, «that 

, Tariff Le.,.ls, p. II, § ii, and Loueday, p. 499. Recently ([936) 
Prof. J. Vi_ has again pointed out the di1Iiculties of ascertaining 
exact figures of Tariff Levels. See his memorandum "On the 
Technique of Present-day Protectionism," pp. 58-68, in Improv_ 
of C_cial Relations beZ1'DUn Nations, Joint Committee, Paris, 
[936. Hereinafter quoted as Camq;U Report. 
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impediments to theexcbange of ~ apart from the imposition 
of tari1fs were inadmissible." 1 

With the fundamental change in the relationship of the State 
and the body economic which has supervened everywhere in 
consequence of the World War,' the preponderant position of 
the tariff as an instrument of protectionist policy has been 
diminished. The trade policy of European States in the 
post-War period produced a number of entirely new kinds 
of impediment to foreign competition. Their common 

. characteristic is that in the case of imports they do not 
seek to influence what is the most important sphere of 
free economic competition, viz. the price mechanism, as 
every tariff does, but that they seek in a much more drastic 
iilshion to exclude foreign supplies. The importance of 
tariff policy and tariff levels for preventing imports which 
are already impeded otherwise, declines in proportion to the 
degree and extent of these new instruments of protectionism. 

If the whole trade policy of a country is determined by such 
devices, a tariff and the investigation of its level would be 
futile. Soviet Russia has been a country of this kind since the 
introduction of the foreign trade monopoly in the 'year 1917. 
Imports and exports are regulated by the necessity of national 
planning. The laws of free competition, and therefore all 
possibility of import duties to produce an effect on imports, 
are abrogated. Consequently, post-War Russia is excluded 
from our investigations, and only the level of the Russian 
pre-War tariff is calculated for purposes of comparison with 
its development in Poland from 192.7-31. 

The importance of tariff policy for the regulation of imports 
has also considerably diminished in all those European post-

1 Comp. the essay of G. Stolper~ U State, Nation, Economics," iD. 
Europliische Zollrmiml, p. 49. Comp. also Memozandum of Dr. Lao 
Pa.roo/sky "On the Technique of present-day Protectionism," p. So 
in CarIJ<[fi. IUpqrt • 

• Comp. A. BergslTiisser', Introduction t<> W. Greijf'. study, "ne. 
Methodenwandel der Europliischen Handelspolitik inl Jahre 1931," 
Zur lumdelspolilischm lAc- d ... Gee_t, pp. 4-il. 
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War countries where "laws to protect the home industry" 
have been passed, embodying regulations for extending prefer
ences to home over foreign products. How far imports can be 
restricted without tariffs depends on the progress made by 
state regulation of economic activities and on the extent of 
legal regulations concerning consumption. 

The Spanish law of 1924 to encourage the development of 
industry, the Hungarian law of 1925, and that of Italy of 1926 
are examples of the commercial policy which Dr. Stolper had 
described in 1921 as "administrative protection "; and which, 
irrespective of any tariff policy, sought to displace foreign 
goods in favour of home products, a policy which, in Stolper's 
opinion, was likely to be more effective than tariffs.' 

It must also be borne in mind that the imposition of taxes 
upon imports, besides customs duties, during the post-War 
period meant very high burdens on the imports of a number of 
countries, which were not perceptible at all in the tariff levels. 
As an example may be mentioned the taxes upon imports to 
cover loan-services, or the requirements of municipal finance, 
as in Greece, which by commercial agreemeots with Italy and 
England were fixed at a maximum of 75% of the duty rates.' 

Since the world economic crisis of 1929, European trade 
policy has been marked by ever-increasing efforts to restrict 
imports by other measures than tariffs. 

As examples of such novel devices of trade policy, mention 
need only be made of the introduction of compulsory miJJjng 
regulations in the most important com-importiog countries in 
1929 and 1930; of the French prohibition of mixing French 
with foreign wines as from 1930, and of regulations for com
pulsory mixing of alcohol with petrol in Germany and Czecho
slovakia. 

Instead of the single device of the tariff, a much more com-

1 See Stolper, op. cit., p. 57; further :Iona, Tariff &talianon, 
""""'pies of Italian administrative protection, pp. 73-75; also Greiff, 
op. ciL, in many pJaces. 

• H.A., 1926. p. 2267; 1928, p. 253. 
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plicated trade policy attempted, in an ever greater degree, to 
regulate the development of European imports. Since the 
autumn of 1929, it is therefore no longer possible to co-relate 
striking variations in imports only with extreme simultaneous 
changes in tariff levels, nor to regard them strictly as cause 
and effect. 

Nevertheless, with the exception of Russia, tariffs have been 
the most important means of regulating imports in Europe 1 

until much more effective measures were fo~d in the system of 
a new commercial protection. Thus, the figures relating to 
potential and actual tariff levels in 1927 and also in 1931 do 
retain great importance for an understanding of the protec
tionist tendencies in Europe. 

From about the end of the year 1931, however, quotas or 
exchange restrictions (or a combination of both) have become 
the most important instruments of commercial policy, accom
panied by numerous new devices of administrative protec
tionism: such as import preventives, import monopolies for 
specific goods, preferential agreements, import licences, etc. 
Tariffs as an instrument of commercial policy have without 
doubt taken a second pla~o that it has been rightly said 
that "quotas and exchange restrictions, and not tariffs, were 
now the chief weapons in the commercial war."· 

Because of this receding of tariffs, it appeared advisable not 
to carry the present book beyond the year 1931 in so far as 
its statistical inquiries were concerned. A later evaluation of 
tariff levels will only be useful when, with the abolition of 

• See World Trade Barri .... in Rel4tion to Ammcan Agriculture, 
Report, 1933, Washington, hereinafter called Trade Barn ..... p. 2: 
"BefuIe the World War and during the prosperous years which 
preceded the present depIeSsion, tariff duties were by far the most 
important means of restricting imports." Comp. also PllSIJOlsky.loc. 
c:it •• p. SI. 

I See H. Haw.,.: "Des causes bnomiques de gueIIe dans le 
monde BcrueJ." R"""" EcmtDIIIiqua l"r~ vo!. iv. 19340 p. :>39; 
further, see TrtMh Barri ..... pp. So et seq .• and L. Robbins. The 
Gr"'t IJopremon. p. lIS. Camp. also PtJSIJOlsky, loco cit., p. SI. J. 
Vi""r, loco cit., p. 7:>. 
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quOtas and exchange restrictions, some degree of freedom in 
the exchange of European goods is resumed, wherein tariffs 
will again play a leading part in regulating imports. 

If, after considering all these many factors necessitating a 
cautious inteIpxelation of the figures marshalled in this study, 
it be finally asked wherein, then, consists the value of the sub
mitted measurements of tariff levels and their confrontation 
with the characteristic expon and impon connections, we 
would reply: 

A knowledge of tariff levels in Europe up to the year 1931 is 
indispensable to form a judgment on the evolution of pr0-

tectionist tendencies in post-War Europe, and to perceive the 
dangers to the economic integration of Europe which grew out 
of these tendencies even before the world economic crisis, and 
became much more pronounced aftex it. 

Further, measures which were born of the crisis, or which 
were de1ibexately applied to effect a structural change in foreign 
trade, and which have led since 1931 to an unpaxa11eled shrink
age of foreign trade, may be found to have their roots in changes 
in tariff levels prior to 1931. We must. howevex, emphasise 
our waming--iJuoting the leading expext on this question, 
Mr. L.oveday---iIga drawing conclusions as to the "degree 
of protection" in individual countries from the absolute figures 
of their tariff levels. For this purpose an exact knowledge is 
required of the entire economic structures of the countries 
concerned. 

No measurement of the tariff level of a country is useful, 
therefore, unless it be regarded as mexely one way among others 
of gaining such knowledge: but it may prove impossible to gain 
this information without inquiries into tariff levels.' 

• See Lor;eday's ameluding words on the necessity and limits of 
measuring tariff levels in his T ondOD lecture, op. <:it., p. 528. 



PART II 

OUTLINES OF EUROPEAN TARIFF POUCY AND 
DEVELOPMENT OF POTENTIAL TARIFF 

LEVELS BEl wEEN 1913 AND 1931 



I 

INDUSTRIAL AND AGRARIAN STATES; AGRARIAN 
AND INDUSTRIAL TARIFFS IN EUROPE 

IN the following pages we will discuss, country by country, the 
statistical presentation of the potential tariff levels of thirteen 
pre-War and fifteen post-War states in Europe (fables AI). 
For some countries, comparisons have also been made between 
the potential tariff levels of 1913, 1927. and 1931 in addition to 
comparisons between the I8tes of duties for the same years 
(fables AIl of Appendix). 

The thirteen states of 1913 concerned are the following: 
Austria-Hungary, Belgiunr, Bulgaria, Finland, France, Ger
many, Italy, Roumania, Russia, Serbia, Spain, Sweden, and 
Switzerland. 

The fifteen states of the post-War era are: Austria, Belgium. 
Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Finland, Fmnce, Germany, Hungary, 
Italy, Jugoslavia, Poland, Ronmania, Spain, Sweden, and 
Switzerland. , 

The reasons why we have omitted Great Britain, Denmark, 
Norway, and Holland have already been explained.1 We have 
also refrained from compiling tables of potential tariff levels for 
Albania, Greece, and Portugal, owing to the slight importance 
of these countries as markets for European goods both in pre
War and post-War times.' For the same reasons we have 
compiled no tables for Ireland, Lettland, Estonia or Lithuania; 
but when discussing the actual tariff levels, the tariffs of these 
states will be partially taken into account. All comment upon 
the potential tari1f levels of a country takes the year 1913 as the 
starting-point, in order to emphasize the characteristic changes 

1 See p. 36 of this study. 
• Bulgaria; whose importance as an import market is also very 

slight, is included in the investigation as the characteristic repre
sentative of high protectionism of the BaIIam countries. 

45 
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during the post-War period as reflected in the figures of 1927 
and 1931 by comparison with the figures of an economically 
more stable and better balanced Europe. 

The underlying assumption which governed the classification 
of the whole of our material-both the grouping of the countries 
and the subdivision of goods-was that basic conception of an 
agxarian "Border" Europe ("Rand-Europa") and an industrial 
"Centtal" Europe ("Kern-Europa''), which was fiIst appre
hended in its full siguificance by Professor A. Weber,' and sub
sequently investigated in all its aspects by De1aisi, Schlier,' 
Gaedicke and 'Don Eynem. 

We propose to discuss the potential tariff levels apart from 
the detailed and concrete foreign trade connections of the 
countries concerned, apart from the regional stratification and 
intensity of the integration of their production with other 
European countries; thus we can carry through an un
interrupted analysis of the characteristic changes between 1913 
and 1931 in the potential tariff levels of the most important 
groups of European exports and in the tariff policy of all 
prominent European importing countries. Therefore, it will 
at first be sufficient to divide the countries generally into 
agxarian and industrial <Xluntries, and to divide the duties into 
duties upon: 

Goods of the agrarian sphere of production (group A. classes 
AI-vI of the Tables A and B). 

Goods of the industrial sphere of production (groups B and C, 
classes BI-v and Cl-VIII of the Tables A and B). 

By goods of the "agrarian sphere of production .. are to be 
understood different kinds of foodstuffs as well as live animals, 
i.e. raw materials and partly and wholly manufactured goods 

I See Alfred Webn', "Europa al. Weltindustriezenttum unci die 
Idee der Zollunion" in EuropiiiscM ZolhmimJ, pp. 122 et seq~ and the 
same in .. Indusnielle Standortle1m:," p. 86, in Grundr. der St1Z.-olc .. 
vol. vi. 

• SclJJilT, Aufbau der _opiiischen Indwzm nodi d. Krieg., Berlin, 
1932• 
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· which are used for human food.! The definition of these goods 
is that adopted by the ICieler investigation into German foreign 

_ trade.' Accordingly all duties on the goods in classes AI-VI 
are designated "agrarian duties." 

On the other hand, all agrarian raw materials which are 
• destined for industrial purposes (especially the products of 
forestry) and all other partially and wholly manufactured 
goods, as the products of industrial processes, are designated 
as "industrial goods," and divided into group B (semi-manu-

: factured goods) and group C (finished industrial products) •• 
The duties on the goods of classes BI-V and Cl-VIII thus 

- represent the group of industrial duties (duties on semi
_ manufactured and finished goods). 

As regards the classification of the countries investigated 
into the two groups of industrial and agrarian countries, only 
the composition of their exports could be decisive for an 

· inquiry into tariff levI;ls and their significance for Europe's 
· foreign trade connections. 

All European countries, whose exports of semi-manufactured 
and finished goods during the years 1913. 1927, and 1931 

-, constituted more than 50% of their total exports, were 
-- designated as industrial countries.' 

According to this selective principle the following countries 
. - belonged to .. industrial Europe" (" Central Europe" =" Kem

Europa"): 

(a) 1913: Belgium, Germany, France, Italy, Switzerland (also 
Great Britain, which was left out of the inquiries for 1913) • 

• Raw tobacco and some alcoholic beverages also have been included 
in group A. 

• D.,. d<t4tscM Aussm1uJtukl l171ter tIer Einwirkrmg fJJ.ltwirtsch4!r
licher StrukturTlllmdlungm." vol. i, p. 9, hereafter cited as BII/lUIt., 
lor II .. 

• A certain arbitruiness of definition is unavoidable in such 
classifications. Thus, group A must be taken to include a number 
nf semi- and wholly manufactured foodstuffil, but preponderantly it 

c-' contains raw materials nf foodstuff production. 
• As regards the composition of the exports of European countries, 

see Table II of the Appendix. 
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(D) 1927-1931: Belgium, Germany, Great Britain, France, Italy, 
Austria, Switzerland, and Czechoslovakia. 

All the remaining countries of Europe belonged to "agrarian 
Europe" 1 thus: 

(a) 1913: Bulgaria, Fmland, Austria-Hungary, Roumania, 
Russia, Sweden, Serbia, Spain. (Denmark, Greece, Holland, 
Norway and Ponuga1 are omitted as stated.) 

(b) 1927: Bulgaria, Finland, Poland, Roumania, Sweden, Spain, 
Hungary, and Jugoslavia. In addition to Russia, the countries 
under (a) are excluded. 

In order to elucidate as distinctly as possible the general 
development of tariff policy and of potential tariff levels in 
Europe, we shall first discuss concisely the cbanges in agrarian 
tariffs-, and afterwards deal with the variations in the levels of 
industDaJ. tariffs, considering first the industrial states and 
then the agrarian states. 

By subordinating in this manner the regional classification 
to the classification of goods, it was impossible to show all the 
potential tariff levels and the entire tariff policy of a country at' 
onee, but the great differences which have developed between 
agrarilm and industrial tariff levels throughout Europe in post
War times could be demonstrated much better by such an 
arrangement of the material. Before this, however, the nature 
and composition of the general goods ~~must be explained in 
somewhat greater detail. 

1 Here we have to apologise that in contradiction to the above 
classification of agrarian raw material. for industrial purposes in the 
group of industrial economy, the export countries of this raw material 
(wood)-Sweden, FinIaod, Norway, Poland, Roumania, YugooIavia
were included in the uagrarian Europe'·; but the main concern 
was the export of the raw materials of industrY, and the countries 
concerned could not therefore be described as industrial exporting 
countries. See Enquite, II, p. 346. 



II 

STRUCTURE AND ARRANGEMENT OF THE 
GENERAL GOODS LIST (A-LIST) 

(Su A-List in Appendix) 

THE great differentiation of the general economic structure of 
the European countries and of their exports has produced a 
great variety in the kind and number of the important European 
export products. Every type of commodity (agtarian products, 
raw materials, semi-manufactured and finished goods) is 
represented in the exchange of European goods. An idea of the 
magnitude of values involved may be gathered from the table 

. given below. 

TABLE: EUROPEAN CONTINENTAL EXPORTS' 
(I .. MiHiards of M. (Rm.) and %) 

Class MiIId. M. eef Milld. Rm. %of 
1913 .B .• 1928 C.B. 

Total Continental exports. 25'6 100'0 40'4 . 100-0 
Divided into: 

Agrarian goods S'9 23'0 9'2 22'S 
Raw materials and semi-

manufactured goo'* . 11'2 43'S 17'3 42'8 
Manufactured goods S'S 33'2 13'9 34'4 

• C.B. =European Continental exports = exports of European 
countries to European maIkets. 

M =Gezman Mark. 
Rm =Gezman Reicbsmark. 

Each of the three great production groups comprised goods 
to the value of many milliaIds. The A-list sought to do justice 
to this diversity by a comprehensive diyision of the three 
branches of production into classes and by maxima! regional 
distribution of the different goods of the classes selected from 
the export statistics as being particulady important. 

I Comp. Gtudicke, text volUJne, pp. 132-133. 
49 D 
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As "normal price" of a commodity, i.e. as price of the most 
rational European producer, we have put in the A-List the 
export price of that country for whose export the article in 
question was especially important; in the case of a commodity 
simultaneously exported by many countries, as far as possible, 
the price of the largest exporter. Such a normal price was the 
basis for all calculations of the potential tarifflevels of each of the 
fifteen importing states. For it may be assumed that the largest 
exporter of a product works in the most favourable natural 
and technical conditions of production under which with free 
competition it may be sold in the world market.' 

The goods selected for ascertaining the potential agrarian 
tariff levels-viz., the tariff levels of group A-have been 
divided into six classes. 

At comprises the five most important varieties of cereals, in 
addition to the two most important semi-manufactured goods 
of grain production: wheat and rye flour. The countries of 
east and south-east Europe, and in lesser degree such countries 
as Germany and France, were particularly interested in this 
class of exports. 

The chief motive in compiling classes AIl and Atn was the 
importance of the export of live stock and dairy produce to the 
foreign trade of the countries of north and east Europe, as well 
as Holland, and also Spain and Portugal (sardines in oil). 

The chief purpose of class IV was to stress the importance of 
fruit and vegetable exports for the Mediterranean countries, 
for France and Holland: with the inclusion of potatoes and 
hops, important German and Czech export goods were also 
represented. 

Atnong "other foodstuffs" we have included in Av manu
factured foodstuffs, among which sugar represents a very general 
European export product (e.g. from Germany, Czechoslovakia, 

1 See the essay by H. Grtns: "Strukturclle Voraussetzungell 
wirksamer IndustrlezOlle," in Weltwiruchti. Archiu, vol. xxxv, 1932, 
pp. #6-447, on the "Normal structure" of the exportS of manu
factured goods of a country. 
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Poland, Belgium. Hungary, etc.), while margarine. cocoa 
powder, chocolate and olive oil ought to be included in the 
A-List. owing to the great importance they have achieved 
among the exports of a number of European countries (Holland, 
Germany, Italy, Switzerland, Spain. etc.). 

Finally, AVI contains four representative commodities which 
were of vital interest for the export structure of countries in 
the south and south-east of Europe (Spain, POItUgai. Italy, 
Greece. Bulgaria, Jugoslavia), and also of France. For the 
reasons mentioned; we have made double calculations in 
order to arrive at a second figure of the potential tariff levels 
of group A in all cases where the duties of class AVI have been 
exceptionally high (averages" A"''). 

In group B, which related to semi-manufactured industria1 
goods, we were not interested in goods which entered European 
countries free of duty~ch as skins, hides, ore, wool, flax, 
logs, etc. 

Of great interest. on the other hand, was a tolerably repre
sentative selection of those very numerous-and for European 
exports so representative--semi-manufactured goods which, 
being 43-44% of the whole of Continental exports, formed 
the backbone of the European excbange of goods." 

Class BI comprises eleven semi-manufactured textile articles 
belonging to the cotton, wool, silk, artificial silk, and linen 
industries, also the leather industry, which were of special 
importance for the textile exports of Great Britain, France. 
Belgium, Switzerland, Czechoslovakia, and 1tali, and, in a 
smaller degree. of Germany. 

Class Bu comprises four inIportant semi-manufactured 
wooden and paper goods of the export of the Scandinavian and 
Baltic countries, of Poland, Roumania, and Jugoslavia; in 
addition to one semi-manufactured cork commodity, which is 
very inIportant for Spain and POItUgai. 

With the selection of fourteen semi-manufactured goods in 

• See p. 35, note 3 • 
• See Gaediclu, pp. 22-23. 
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class Bm we have endeavoured to include at least the most 
important semi-manufactured products among the highly 
specialized exports of the great iron and steel industries of 
Germany, Great Britain, France, and Belgium, and their 
smaller competitors, Czechoslovakia, Austria, Poland, Sweden, 
Norway, and Switzerland. 

Special difficulties were encountered in making a selection 
of semi-manufactured chemical products, as has been attempred 
in class BIV. The production of chemical basic materials, of 

. dyes, photographica, fertilizers, cosmetics, and pharmaceutica, 
is so differentiated as to frustrate any inquiry which sttempts 
to be even approximately comprehensive. 

Only eight outstanding products could be selected from the 
semi-manufactured chemical exports of leading European 
countries (Germany, Great Britain, France, and Switzerland), 
to which three finished products-«non-alcoholic perfumes," 
"sundry medicaments," and "ordinary soaps"-have been 
added, as their insignificant number and small share of 
Europe's total chemical exports did not appear sufficient for the 
compilation of a special class in group C. 

Finally, class Bv comprises mineral and coal-oil products, 
which have been so important in post-War times, owing to 
the changes in modern power technique. Oil and petrol 
were important for the exports of Roumania, in a lesser degree 
of Poland, benzol for the exports of Germany, Belgium, and 
Great Britain. As these products were nearly everywhere 
subjected to exceptionally heavy fiscal duties, like the goods in 
class AVI, two average figures have been computed for group 
B in exactly the same way as for group A.' 

The greatest difficulty in every selection of goods for calcu
lating representative tariff levels is presented by the group 
of 711iZ71U/actured articles. With the increasing degree of 

1 The great difference between the averages for group B in the 
figures for B' and B' in the tables AI show that without this separation 
a completely misleading increase in the tariff levels of group B would 
have been the result. 
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industrialization the differentiation atlllins an extent that is 
often hardly ronceivable. To mention one example. For the 
German small iron industry alone a range has been ascertained 
of about 3500 different products.1 

The present selection of sixty-two manufactured goods nf 
group C. divided into eight classes. rould not therefure represent 
anything more than a list of particularly characteristic export 
goods of the leading European industrial rountries; these 
were goods the export of which. by its relative proportion to 
the total export of manufactured goods, was calculated to 
supply information about the chief industries of finished goods 
of these rountries. 

Oass Cl includes nineteen finished textile goods (besides 
leather, ready-made and hosiery goods nf the rotton. wool, silk. 
and artificia1-silk industries) the export of which was of great 
importance fur the leading European textile-exporting roun
tries such as Germany, France, Switzerland, and Austria, nf 
seCXlndary importance only to Great Britain, Italy, Belgium. 
and Czechoslovakia.' 

The-three outstanding finished goods of the paper industry 
are set out in class en (pasteboard. printing papet, and pac1ring 
papet). Since the War they were very important export articles 
of Germany. Great Britain, North Europe. and Austria." 

For rountries with export industries in the field of cement, 
glass, and china production (particularly Germany. Belgium. 
France, and Czechoslovakia) six articles have been selected 
in Cm. 

The production of the iron and steel industry, as well as of 
industries devoted to the manufacture of coppet, aluminium. 
and precious metals, splits up into so many separate articles 
that any list of goods clajmjng to be representative ought to 

1 See EnqtlIu, n, p. 242 • 
• On the <lli£erentiatioD iD European teztile industries see EnqtlIu, 

n, pp. 219 et seq. 
• See ErIIJIIIu, n, pp. S2-S4 and 144-145. as to growth of paper 

OODSUDlption and cspom of the world. 
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contain a very high and very precisely defined number of in
dividual articles. Again, as in the case of the chemical products, 
the goods selected from the sma/J-iron and copper industries 
in Qv are only some of the biggest items of European exports 
of this kind. The exporting metal industries of Germany, 
England, France, Austria, and Czechoslovakia were particu
larly intetested in the development of the duties of this class. 

As regatds the great engineeting industries in Germany, 
England, Switzetland, Belgium, France, and Sweden, which 
are old-established, but of which some did not develop a strong 
export until aftet the War, a list of fourteen types of machines 
has been set out in class CV, which at least aims at represent
ing the biggest export branches of this very differc)ntiated 
industry, especially the industries concerned with power, 
textile, and metal machines. 

To this class we have added in CvI the three most import
ant products of the pre-War and post-War vehicle-building 
industries: railWay engines, private cars, and commercial 
vehicles.' The principal export industries of this branch are 
to he found in Germany, France, Italy, England, and Belgium. 

In class CvII are included nine articles belonging to industries 
engaged in manufacturing apparatus and instruments, which, 
owing to the special development of radio and electro eiports, 
played an important part in the export of a number of countries, 
especially in the relevant industries of Germany, England, 
Switzetland, Sweden, and Holland. 

Finally, class CvIII includes two manufactured articles, tires 
and toys, the inclusion of which in a representative list of 
European manufactured commodities is justified by the high 
proportion of their export to their total output and the growing 
demand for them in modem economy. The European export 
centres of these industries are to be found particularly in 
Germany (toys), France, and England (tires). 

To enable us to survey the charactetistic changes of the 
prices of the A-List, the prices ofits nineteen classes have been 

1 Ships omitted, as they are mostly duty free. 
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added in the three test years, 1913, 1927, and 1931. For each 
class the unweighted arithmetical average has been calculated 
and expressed as a percentage of 1913 (1913 = 100); then group 
averages wexe gained by adding the class averages of each of 
the three main groups, A, B, and C. 

From these three group averages finally a total index of the 
price level of all goods has also been calculated. 

In tables All 1 the relative changes in the duty rates for the 
same classes and groups and in the general potential tariff levels 
of 1927 and 1931 (1913=100) have also been ascertained. 
These calculations made it easy distinctly to separate the part 
played by the two factorS which alone could cause a change in 
any tariff level framed by specific duties: the prices on the one 
hand and the development of rates of duty on the other. 

This has b~ done in the summaries of the study concerning 
the general trends of the European potential tariff levels. 

• Although calculated for an fifteen countries, only three of the 
tables An are printed here (Germany, Italy, Switzerland). 
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OUTLINES OF EUROPEAN AGRARIAN TARIFF 
POLICY AND DEVELOPMENT OF POTENTIAL 
AGRARIAN TARIFF LEVELS, 1913-31 

A.INDUSTRIAL(CBNTRA~BUROPB 

PRllLIMINARy REMARK: The centres if European agrarian imports 

THE centres of Europe's great agrarian importations both 
before and after the War were the industrial countries, para
mount among which were Great Britain, Germany, France, 
and Italy. In 1913, Belgium and Switzerland were also im
portant in Ibis respect: after the War, Belgium, Switzerland, 
Austria, and Czechoslovakia. (We should also mention 
Holland, which, according to our classification, is part of 
agrarian Europe.) , 

In analysing the potential agrarian tariff levels of industrial 
Europe we have first considered those of the great industrial 
countries and then those of the smaller countries. As England, 
the greatest importer of agrarian products, was excluded from 
our survey we have observed the following order: Germany, 
France, Italy, Belgium, and Switzerland, and as from 1927 the 
two succession countries of Austria and Czechoslovakia. 

I. GERMANY' 
(See Tables AI and AlIfOT Germany in Appendix) 

The grain duties formed the backbone of German agrarian 
tariff Policy before the War.' Table A shows the paramount 
importance of grain imports to the total of German agrarian 

1 Most of the German duty rates brought into calculation were 
taken from the edition of the German tariff by Hartisch, 1925, and 
revisions, 1931; supplements from the Reichslfeseu:blatt and the H.A.. 

• Comp. the outline of German agrarian commercial policy by 
Prof. W. Riiplu in his book, German Commercial Policy, chap. vi, 
pp. 40'"53. London, 1934. 
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imports, caused by the high deficit in the home production of 
grain for bread and fodder. 

TABLE A: GERMAN AGRARIAN IMPORTS, 1913-1931' 

1913 1927 1931 

Group Mill. %0£ Mill. %of Mill. %01 
M. A.I. Rm. A.I. Rm. A.I. 

Total Import • JO,77° 14.230 6,730 
Agrarian Import 3,05° 100'0 4>500 100'0 2,025 100"0 

Divided into-
Corn and flour 960 31'4 1,600 35'6 252 12'S 
Butter, eggs, cheese . 351 n·s 7SS 16'8 453 2"'4 
Live-stock, meat 107 3'5 296 6,6 62 3" 
Fruit, vegetables 282 9'2 S6S 12'5 4SS 2,.,S 

A,I. =Agrarian inlport, 

The Gennan grain duties therefore achieved their object: they 
gwuanteed to Gennan agriculture grain prices considerably 
higher than those in the world market.' 

The German wheat duty was about 38%, the maize duty 
about 31%. The highest duty, viz. 45%, was levied on wheat 
fiOUl. (Thanks to the import certificate system (Einfuhrscheine) 
Gennany was an exporteI of fiOUl, in spite of the dearness of 
wheat.) The aVeI8ge of the Gennan grain and fiOUI duties of 
class AI varied between 27 and 29% in 1913. 

Only parts of the second great field where Gennan agricul
ture had to compete with foreign imports, i.e. dairy farming 
and meat production, were protected before the War by pro
tectionist duties, especially meat production (duties 26 to 34%). 
The duties on live-stock were correspondingly high. The 
great group of dairy products, howeveI, enjoyed but slight pro
tection, and on the aVeI8ge duties were not higheI than 20%. 

Fruit and vegetables were SUbjected ei~eI to very modezate 

1 See D ... .......art. HantIel Deuuchlands, 1913-"7, and Monad. 
NacJmntis. a.d. QWW. HtmtI. D ..... chl., 1931-32. "·The figures for 
slaushteIed cattle, meat, fruit, and vegetables in Enquire, I, S. :008, 
:00:>-2°3. 

• Comp. Enqulr., I, S. 170-185. 
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duties, or, as in the case of a number of southern fruit, to some
what higher fiscal duties. A number of vegetables, which have 
become particularly important in post-War times, like tomatoes 
or cauliflower, were duty free. The tariff level of this class 
reached, in 1913, 19-20%. 

All German agrarian duties of 1913 were surpassed by the 
duty on raw sugar (90%). 

Much higher than any of the other class tariff levels was the 
German tariff level for alcoholic drinks and tohacco, which 
amounted to 5~ % in 1913. 

The general German agrarian tariff level reached 21-22%, 
if we exclude class AVI, and of 27-29%, if we include it, 
although a number of very important duties were considerably 
above this average; while others, especially on vegetables, fruit, 
and dairy produce, were appreciably below it (see Table D on 
p·64)· 

The War, the Treaty of Versailles, and the years of inflation 
up to 1923 brought about a complete change in the agrarian 
situation. From 1919 until about 1924. Germany became 
dependent on foreign supplies to an unprecedented extent, so'" 
that the removal of duties upon all important classes of agrarian 
goods during the War remained extensively in force until 1925.1 
When Germany regained her commercial freedom on the 1st 
January 1925, she had to decide whether she would revert to 
the system of pre-War protection or not. German economic 
science decided overwhelmingly against this policy,' but the 
dominant political forces took the contrary view. 

The result was the reconstruction of a German agrarian 
tariff in the years 1925-26, which in 1927 contained higher 
specific rates of duty for all the six classes of group A than the 
tariff of 1913.' 

German agrarian duty rates for 1927 were on the average 
about 55-65% higher than those of 1913. Within the different 

, See Hanns, Zukunft ihT deutschm Hmu1elspoJitik, p. 72 and 6' 7'. 
• Ibid., op. tit., pp. 'So-,S4, and RfJpke, lac. tit., p. 33 • 
• See for details Table An. 
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classes, however, interesting differences may be discerned. 
While the rates of duty for corn, alcohol, and tobacco remained 
at almost the 1913 level, the class of dairy produce showed 
an increase of35%, and that of vegetables and fruit an increase 
of 45%. 

Even greaIcr, indeed by 80%, was the rise in duty rates for 
class Av, the rates for chocolate and cocoa being increased by 
100 to 200%. The rates for sugar, on the other hand, decreased 
by 40%. The sharpest increase, however, related to the duty 
rates for live-stock (150-180% over those of 1913 on the 
average: horses, 200%; cattle, 100%; pigs, 80%). 

As, however, the price level of all classes compared with 1913 
had changed in the direction of an almost universal increase of 
prices (about 29% for all the thirty-eight commodities),' the 
considerably increased agrarian duties of 1927 effected only a 
moderate increase in the potential tariff level compared with 
1913, for which the figures for the general agrarian tariff level 
of 1927 provided a good basis (25-30%) .• 

It must be borne in mind, however, that in the case of a series 
of commodities, which were very important, prices rose so much 
more than the German duty rates that the corresponding duties 
were considerably lower than in 1913, e.g. for wheat, maize, 
butler, cheese, pork, sugar, while a number of other articles 
(barley, wheat, flour, beef; grapes, etc.) were considerably 
higher taxed (see Table D, p. 64). 

The figures of Germany's potential agrarian tariff level in 
the year 1931 presented a picture of extraordinary changes, 
whether they be compared with the figures of 1927 or of 1913. 
They express the complete revolution in German agrarian 
policy which had taken place between 1927 and 1931, especially 
since the outbreak of the world economic crisis in the autumn 
of 1929. Already up to the year 1929, especially under the 
influence of reparations policy, those forces which insisted upon 
the utmost self-sufficiency for Germany in the" sphere of corn 

1 See Index Table of A prices in Appendix. 
• Including tobacco and alcohol, 30-36%. 
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production, and strong protection for other agricultural 
industries such as Iive-stock raising, meat production, dairy 
industry, and sugar-growing, bad continued to gain ground 
and had effected the reconstruction of the German agrarian 
tariff of 1925 et seq. The collapse of the world com prices, 
since the autumn of 1929, provoked the attempt to "sever" 
German agriculture from the world market, and to compel the 
German consumer to absorb the whole home output of cereals 
and to use German rye and German potatoes instead of foreign 
grain food. Consequently, prices were driven up to a level 
which was far above those of world market prices. Only if 
the supply of German grain failed should acute needs be 
covered by imports. 

The Jaws of 22nd December 1929 and 26th March 1930 
marked a fundamental change in the existing German practice 
of fixed com duties, by establishing a sliding scale in order to 
keep the home price at a definite level.' Since those dates the 
German com and flour duties have risen to unprecedented 
heights in a race with falling world prices; so that, for example, 
the tariff level of class AI (grain and flour) reached the figure' 
of 186% in the year 1931 (see Table B). 

TABLE B: GERMAN CORN DUTIES, 1913--31 
(Duty for em:h Ton slwum in M. or Bm.) 

Goods 1913 1929 1931 
(M.) (Rm.) (Rm.) 

Wheat SS 65 250 
Rye . So 60 200 
Barley 13-40 So 180-200 
Wheat flour 102 14S 430 

Already these duties, unexampled as they were in the history 
of German agrarian duties, would have sufficed to effect a 
comprehensive restriction of German grain imports. But as 
world prices for barley and maize constantly feU, and the maize 

1 See Enquire, I, pp. 17+-177, "Kalender der deuts<:hen Getreide
politik~" 
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duty was fixed, the desired degree of exclusion as regards 
German food consumption pexhaps .would have failed. 
Further, as regards the stimulation of the consumption of rye 
for human nourishment, every tariff policy might have proved 
powerless against the diversion of consumption from rye to 
wheat, which had begun to show remarkable progress in 
Germany as well as in western Europe and North America.l 

Consequently, since the middle of the year 1929 German 
agrarian policy adopted fresh legal measures to exclude foreign 
com supplies from the German market, and these measures 
have grown more drastic and comprehensive as the world 
agrarian crisis developed. As early as 4th July 1929 Germany 
introduced a compulsury milling regulation, which prescribed 
how much German grain German mills had to consume. The 
quota then amounted (with a duty of 6S Marks per ton) to 
40%. Since 16th August 1931 (with a duty of 250 Marks 
pex ton) it was increased to 97%. The effect was the practical 
exclusion of all imports of wheat and rye.' With regard to 
maize, a selling monopoly was established in 1930, which 
nearly destroyed those maize imports which could not be 
prevented by a tied low duty. 

The result of this policy was the shrinkage of grain and flour 
imports, exhibited in Table A, from 1·6 Milld. Rm. in 1927 
to a minimum import of 0'25 Milld. Rm. in 1931, while the 
internal grain price level was kept far above the world market 
level (see Table C)-in other words, a very far-reaching separa
tion of German grain production from the world market. 
While in 1913 grain imports accounted for 10'4% of the whole 
of German imports, this proportion had fallen to 4'4% in 
1931." 

• See Ohlin: Coursu and Phos .. o/tlu World Depr ....... on,p. 21,and 
R6pke, Ioc. clt., pp. 52, 56-57· . 

• See TraM Barriers, pp. 380-381. 
• The figur6 taken from M.""".""aum nIT le _a .",_ 

international, vol~ i, Geneva, 192.7, hereafter cited as Memorandum, 
and Su"utiqua dtl CtJIff1ft6TC. uUri_. 1931-32, Geneva, I933, here
after quoted as StatUtiqua, ii. 
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TABLE C: GERMAN AND WORLD MARKET GRAIN 
PRICES, 1913-31 

(In M. and Rm. per 100 kilos (annual Q'Oerage) 

1913 1929 1931 

Goods Berlin World Berlin World Berlin World 
Market Market Market 

Wheat 18'80 14'90 22'80 19'90 24'90 IO-80 
Rye . IS-SO 10-90 19-20 18-50 18-30 7'60 
Barley 15-10 12-30 18-50 15'00 18-70 11'10 

See Stat. :1akrlmchjUr d. dt. Reich, 1934> p_ 161. 
World Market =London for wheat, New York for rye and barley. 

The protectionist tendencies in the sphere of live-stock 
breeding and meat production, already observable in 1927, 
received fresh impetus from the sharp fall in live-stock and 
meat prices on the world market since the outbreak of the 
crisis. Between 1929 and 1931, for example. Germany in
creased the duties on pigs and cattle to such an extent that the 
average of the rates of duties of class All was 200% over that 
of 1913, and the potential tariff level for this class of live-stock 
in 1931 rose to 40-63% (350-450% of the level of 1913). 

The duties on meat were correspondingly raised, in order to 
prevent a shifting of imports from live stock to meat (duties 
on fresh beef and pork higher than 50%). These increases 
were the chief reason why imports of live-stock declined from 
a value of 78 Mill. Rm. in 1929 to 2-2 Mill. Rm. in 1931, 
those of fresh meat from 22'4 to 5'S Mill.' On the other hand, 
the duties on the chief articles in the category of dairy produce 
up to the year 1931 remained far behind the duties on corn, 
cattle, and meat (tariff level of class Am, 28-29% =44%-45% 
increase compared with 1913), and the decline in total imports 
of dairy produce from 755 Mill. Rm. in 1927 to 453 Mill. Rm. 
in 1931 was much less severe than the collapse of wheat, meat, 
and live-stock imports. 

Not until Denmark. chief supplier of butter to Germany, 
devalued her cun:ency in October 1931, causing a sharp fall in 

• See Enquire, 1, p. 223-
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the world butter price and provoking severe competition, at 
prices with which German butter producers could not compete, 
did Germany, from I93Z onwards, adopt defensive measures 
in the sphere of dairy produce as drastic as in other spheres 
(duty increases, quotas, fat monopoly), measures which need 
not be more fully described here. 

Up to 1931 German tariff policy was also moderate in its 
dealings with vegetables and fruit imports. Here, too, 
measures devised to cut imports were not adopted until the 
years 193z and 1933, and such measures were particularly 
directed against vegetable imports (duty increases, quotas, 
currency restrictions). 

On the other hand, the I9Z7 sugar duty of only 10 Rm., 
which .was nearly 50% below the pre-War rate, did not remain 
very long at this moderate level. In July of the same year it 
was increased to 15 Rm.; in the beginning of 1929 to 25 Rm., 
rising to 32 Rm. at the end of March 1930. It remained at this 
level throughout 1930 and 1931. As the world sugar price, 
owing to the competition of Javanese and Cubaneane sugar, 
had been constantly falling since 1924-z5 (in 1927 the world 
market price of sugar was 24'90 Rm., in 1931 it dropped to 
9'25 Rm.),l the sugar duty of 25 Rm. represented an enormous 
protectionist burden on German sugar consumption (height . 
of the duty, 1929 =98%). The 1931 duty, however, amounted 
to almost 300% of the raw sugar price and almost 250% of the 
refined sugar price, the prices at which Germany exported her 
own sugar to foreign countries. It has only been by a combina
tion of this tariff policy with a rigid regulation of German 
production and consumption by means of a sugar cartel that 
the German sugar market has also been cut off from the world 
sugar market, which so far as the German consumer of 1931 was 
concerned signified an internal German sugar price of more 
than 400% above the revel of the world market price.' 

I Sugar price ex Hamburg. Camp. Star. JahrlJuch /. d. dt. lUich, 
1932, p. 1>.7. 

I See exposition of Gezman sugar policy in Enquire, I, pp. 195-203. 
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In view of such a growth in many duties it is not surprising 
that Getmany's general agrarian tariff level in the year I93 i: 
reached an extraordinary height. Excluding class A VI, the 
result was a general tariff level for thirty-four goods in group 
A of from ']9-86%-i.e. almost four times the level of 1913. 

TABLE D: DUTIES UPON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN GERMANY, 1913-1931 

(In % of prices) 
Commodity 1913 1927 1931 

Wheat 3S-0 29-0 212'0 
Barley . IS-S 25-2 180-G-203-o 
Wheatfiour 45-0 49-0 326-0 

Pigs lS-S 16-S 54-0 
Fresh pork 34-4 23-0 51-0 
Butter S-2 7-9 21"0 
Raw.agar . 91-5 31"6 280-0 
Cocoa powder _ 35-0 147"0 214-0 
Tobacco (raw) . 43-S 24-2 63-0 
Wine in caska 24-5-49-2 30-<>-68-0 49-5-69-0 

The result of this agrarian tariff policy, combined with a 
series of other inIport-restricting measures, was the reduction 
of inIports of those agrarian products which Getmany could 
produce herself from 14'5% of her total consumption in 1926 
to 4'8% in 1931.' In other words, there was neaIly self
sufficiency in wheat and rye, and small inIport requirements of 
grain fodder; inIports of live-stock and meat were reduced to 
insignificant figures, while home sugar supplies were com
pletely sufficient for home demand. On the other hand, 
inIports of dairy produce, vegetables, and fruit still remained 
large. 

The effects of these radieal changes in agrarian tariff policy 
and agrarian tariff levels of the second largest agrarian inIport 
market of Europe upon the connections with its chief suppliers 
must be of an extraordinary character. In Part III of this book 

1 Comp. EnquIu, I, p. 251. 
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we shall discuss these questions more fully when we come to 
analyse the effects of German tariff policy on the exports of the 
countries concerned.1 

2. FRANCE' 
(Su Tabk Alfl1T France in Appendix) 

To a far greater extent than Germany, France. even before 
the War, was independent of the impol'llltionof foreign agrarian 
products. 

In the supplementing of corn, live-stock, and meat require
ments-in the post-War era to a somewhat greater extent in 
the consumption of dairy produce and fruit, too-France, 
however, relied on large imports (comp. Table A). 

TABLE AS: FRENCH AGRARIAN IMPORTS, 1913-1931 
(In Mill. Francs and %) 

1913 1927 1931 
Group Mill. %of Mill. %of Mill. %of 

Fri. A.I. FIS. A.I. Frs. A.I. 

Total Imports 8,;1.20 53,000 42,200 
Agnirian Imports 1,820 100'0 13,950 100'0 I4,OOO Ioo'O 

Viz.: 
Corn 566 31'0 4,550 32'4 3,000 21'4 
Fodder and oil seeds 390 21'4 2.,320 16'6 1,460 10'4 
Meat 39 2'1 840 6'0 920 6'6 
Fruit 88 4.8 720 5'2 1,315 9'3 

A.I. =Agnirian Imports. 
See Tableau general du c.",."..,.co gtbievr de 111 France, 1913/I. 

1927/n, 193 I /f.V. 

As with Germany, the pre-War structure of French agrarian 
imports was largely determined by the requirements for wheat. 

1 See in Fort In of this work the description of exports to Germany, 
especially from the south-esst states, Poland, D=ark, and Holland. 

• For settling French tariff rates use has been msde of Ei&hhom, 
Zolllumdb. Jar FrtmkreU:h, 1929, the dt. Rdchsges.",bl., 1927. Part 
n, as well as the Dt. HandelsarchifJ (H.A.). 

• In this as in all other tables, imports of colonial produce, being 
products of countries outside Europe, wiIJ, of coune, be ignored. 

E 
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barley, and maize, their proportion of total agrarian imports 
being over 50%. The tariff level of class AI (grain and flour) 
reached 27-31% in 1913, wheat being considerably over, 
(35%) and barley and maize considerably below, this average 
(see Table A on p. 65). 

The highest dutY was imposed on sugar. In 1913 it amounted 
to between 100-125%, and, in conjunction with high duties 
on cocoa powder and chocolate, made the tariff level of class 
Av, with 45-60%, the highest of all of the six classes of group 
A, even with the inclusion of alcoholic _beverages, which were 
not taxed highly in France.! 

Onthewhole, the French pre-Waragrarian tariff, withagenera1 
tariff level of 27-31 % and its very high duties in a number 
of cases, presented the picture of a decidedly protectionist 
agrarian tariff policy, a character which since the effects of 
the heavy imports of Russian and overseas corn to Europe at 
the commencement of the eighties of the nineteenth century 
had grown still more distinct in the new tariff of 1892 and its 
reform in 1910.' 

From the troubles of the War and the French post-War 
inflation a new French tariff emerged at the end of 1927, based 
upon the Franco-German Commercial TreatY of 1927.a For
mally, it was only the "changed" tariff of 1910; but in realitY 
it was a completely new instrument of French tariff policy,' 
especially by the revision of hundreds of rates of the French 
minimum tariff, tied for several years in advance. 

The most interesting thing about this new French tariff of 
1927 was the fact that its general agrarian tariff level, like the 
levels of all classes of group A, was considerably lower than 

1 We have thm:fore refrained from c:alc:uIating a general average 
figure fur France in Table AI, without class An. 

I See TTad. Barn .... , p. 108, and Nogaro-Muyu, Politiqus 
douanih-. d. la PTanu, pp. 54 et seq. 

• Supplemented by Commercial Treaties in 1928 with Belgium 
and Switurland. 

• See Proi:x:, Pol. doutms". de la Pranu, pp. 4-S; NogflTO, op. cit., 
pp. 105 et seq. 

x~~~.~, Nl 

4<t 
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the figures of 1913. The new duty rates remained almost the 
same as in 1913 (the average increase of duty rates in group A 
was only 5-10%). so that, with the agrarian prices of group 
A higher by an average of 30%, the tariff level of group A 
declined to 177-20'6% (about 43% below the tariff level of 
1913). An enumeration of the various goods and classes of 
goods is unnecessary (see Table B, p: 68). Manifestly, the 
protectionist tendencies of the French tariff of 1927 were not 
to be found in the sphere of agxarian protection.1 

This was altered at the beginning of the world economic 
crisis of 1929. By laws dated 3Id December 1929 and 19th 
April 1931, the French Government, in exercise of powers 
originating from pre-War times, changed autonomous duty 
rates par tiecret, an act which required subsequent ratification 
by parliament, but which avoided time-wasting parliamentary 
debates; and the duties thus affected increased from 46 items 
in the year 1929 to 162 items up to the year 1931. It was 
chiefly agxarian duties, not consolidated by.commercial 
treaties, that were substantially increased by this means' up to 
the end of 1931, prominent among which were the duties on 
corn, flour, live-stock, meat and milk products, sugar and wine.· 

As a whole, the agrarian duty rates of group A were in 1931 
40-50% higher than in 1913; the rates of duty upon corn 
and flour duties 80-100% higher; those in respect of class 
Av and AVI 65-80% higher. 

Even sharper was the rise in the tariff levels of single classes, 
the prices of which had fallen vety heavily. Thus the tariff 
level of class AI reached 98-102%; of class Av 90-99%; 
in the case of wine, 35-55%. With a height between 49% 
and 57%, the general agxarian tariff level was 80% above 
that of 1913, and had therefore almost doubled. From Table B 
it can be seen what extremely high duties such important 
commodities as wheat, maize, barley, pork, sugar, eIc., had 
to pay. 

I Trade Barri ..... p. 109. and Proix, op. cit., p. 4. 
I See Proix. pp. 22-23. 
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TABLE B: DUTIES UPON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN
COMMODITIES IN FRANCE, 1913-1931 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Wheat 34-5 23-0 180-0 
Barley 23-2 13-6 39-2 
Maize 25-0 17-0 39-5 
Wheat flour 39-O-S7-O ,p-o-S6-o 160-0 
Pigs . 24-0 10-0 36-S 
Lard . 31-0 27-0 73-0 
Fresh pork 27"0 14-5 58'0 
Rawsugar. 125'0 46-O-S4'0 200'0-240 
Wine in casks 51'1 44'0-88'0 S91>-II8 

These figures showed how sttong agrarian protect:tomst 
tendencies h2d become in France under the pressure of falling 
world prices from 1929 onwards. But they only partially 
expressed these tendencies. France, too, promptly decided to 
apply more drastic import restrictions, in addition to tariffs, 
which were introduced chiefiy in respect of wheat and wine, 
the two most important French agrarian products threatened 
by foreign competition. 

On the 1st December 1929 a compulsory milling regulation 
of French wheat was introduced, the quota fluctuating between 
70% and 97%.1 The law of 31st December 1929 prohibited 
the mixing of French with foreign wines, which in the case of 
Spain, in view of the high alcoholic content of Spanish wines, 
signified their practical exclusion from the French market.' 

With the application of a quota system for all imports of 
live-stock, meat, butter, cheese, and sugar, which was completed 
by the end of 1931,. and the introduction of the licence system 
for the importation of these groups of goods,' France, as one 

1 See Tratk Barri.,." pp. 371-372. 
• See JotW, op. clt., pp_ 47-48, 8$ to effects of this policy. See also 

Patt III of this study, pp. 336-337. 
• See Greijf, op_ clt., pp. 61-03. 
• Tratk Barn...., pp. 374-375. 
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of the leading European importing countries. resorted distinctly 
to some of the most drastic of those new commercial devices 
which have largely pushed tariffs into the backgtOund. 

The heavy increases in a number of duties and the applica
tion of other import-restricting measures, resulted in France, 
too, in an extensive reduction of imports; especially of corn 
imports, the absolute value ofwhlch declined by 33% compared 
with 192.7, while their share in the total of agrarian imports 
fell from over 50% in 1913 to 32.% in 1931. 

At the same time the French price level of the protected 
goods was kept considerably above the world market level.' 
When, in spite of this protectionist policy, imports oflive-stock, 
meat and fruit, in contrast to the German experience, still 
showed big increases compared with 1913, the reason was to be 
sought in the differences of economic conditions. In France 
the world economic crisis did not make itself felt until 1931,' 
whereas in Germany and in many other European countries, 
it had been exerting severe pressUIe since 192.9 orJ930. 

3. ITALY 
(S.., Tables AI and An fur Italy in Appendix) 

Despite a preponderantly agrarian population and despite 
large exports of the products of poultry-fip:ming, of fruit and 
wines, Italy had to import in pre-War and post-War years 
large quantities of corn, cattle, dairy produce, and sugar. 

Table A contains the most important data of Italian agrarian 
imports between 1913 and 1931. With a proportion of DOt 
less than 67% of agrarian imports, corn imports, which in the 
case of Italy comprised wheat imports for human, and maize 
imports for anima1 consumption, constituted by fur the most 
important item of agrarian imports. In 1913 the total imports 
of corn and flour reached nearly 13% of the total Italian 
imports.> 

1 See Proix, op. cit., pp. 24-27. 
• 1'ToiJ<, op. <:it., p. 3. 
• See Memorandum. 
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. The aim of agrarian tariff policy in pre-War Italy, as in 
Germany and France, was chiefly to stimulate home corn 
production by high duties. The Italian wheat duty of 1913 

TABLE A: ITALIAN AGRARIAN IMPORTS, 1913-1931 
(In millions of Lire and %) 

[9[3 [9:17 I93[ 

Group Mill. %of Mill. % of Mill. 
Lir. A.I. Lir. A.I. Lir. 

Total Imports 3,650 20>400 Il,640 
Agrarian Imports 700 Ioo'O 5>320 Ioo'O 3,000 

Viz.: 
Wheat . 400 57'0 3,000 56'5 840 
Other cereals • 67 9,6 320 6'0 285 
Meat, fresh and 

manufactured ?* ? * 240 4'5 170 
Cattle . 4 0'6 156 "'9 220 

* No data available. A.I. =Agrarian Imparts. 
See MOfJimmlD _dale tU! regno d'Italia, I9I3/27/3i. 

%of 
A,I. 

100'0 

28-0 
9'5 

5'7 
7'3 

reached the unusual height of 42%. Maize was charged with 
a duty between 10% and 65%, according to the quality of the 
product. Wheat flour was likewise strongly protected (41%); 
the tariff level of class AI stood between 30% and 37%. 

Duties on live-stock, meat, dairy produce, fruit and vegetables 
were very moderate. This also applied to alcoholic beverages,' 
while the impon of tobacco was conducted by a monopoly. 

But the sugar duty formed a striking exception. For raw 
sugar, it reached 35<>--400% (refined sugar 270""300%), a 
height unprecedented in pre-War times, but fiscal needs, as 
well as protectionist aims, were responsible for such duties. 
The tariff level of class Av (II4-I27%) was only due to these 
duties. 

If we include this class Av, Italy's general agrarian tariff 
level for 1913 reached 30-40%; but if we exclude it, we get a 

1 For this reason, the calculation of double average figures for the 
agrarian tariff level in Tables AI and An was unnecessary for Italy, 
as for France. 
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figure of 20-24%, wbkh corresponded more nearly to the pre
War agrarian tariff policy ofltaly.l 

With the seizure of political power by Fascism, the character 
of Italian agrarian policy was completely changed. The move
ment towanis self-sufficiency. especially in the sphere of wheat 
consumption. the increase of production in all other branches, 
in order to make the country independent of foreign food 
supplies. was fostered by entirely novel methods. made possible 
only by revolutionising the relationship of State and economics. 
The new policy was inaugurated in the year 1925 under the 
slogan of "battaglia del grano." Its characteristic features 
were not the raising of duties, but quite dilferent devices, 
directly applied in a revolutionary manner to home production, 
such as confiscation for bad cultivation. production and export 
premiums, extension of the area cultivated, propaganda of 
new meth,ods of cultivation, etc., wbkh occupied first plaCe 
in the endeavour to raise production.· 

It is true, duties were increased for a number of articles, 
but were left at the pre-War level in the case of many commodi
ties, which, in view of the rise in prices, mostly meant a fiill 
in the tariff level compared with 1913-

For instance, in the very important class of corn and flour 
duties no changes in rates occurred, so that the 1927 tariff 
level of class AI (21-26%) declined by 30% compared with 
1913. The same holds good with regard to most articles of 
classes All-Alv _ If, nevertheless. the figures of their tariff 
levels were higher than in 1913, this was due to one or two 
sharp duty increases in each class, which had outweighed the 
decreases among the rest. 

In 1927 Italy's general agrarian tariff leIJel reached 21'3-
28%, and was therefore about 30% below that of 1913_8 

The world economic crisis accelerated this relatively stable 
agrarian tariff policy, although. up to 1931, only in respect of 

, Therefore in Table AI, two average figures fur group A in 1913 • 
• Comp. Trade Barriers, pp. 410-414. 
• Or, by excluding class Av in 1913, Io-IS% above it. 
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the corn, Hour, and sugar duties, Through various increases 
between 1929 and 1931 corn and Hour duties in Italy, too, 
reached a prohibitive level, The tariff level of class AI, with 
89-131%, was in fact between 200 and 250% higher than in 
1913, Wheat was SUbjected to a duty of 144%; and in June 
1931 Italy introduced a compulsozy milling regulation for 
wheat,1 

The lower sugar duty of 1927 was, as in Germany, of brief 
duration. With the rapidly faIling world price of sugar, the 
duty increases of the years 1928 and 1930 raised the Italian 
duty on raw sugar to 200-230%, and that on refined sugar to 

160-270 %, 
In 1931 the general agrarian tariff level reached a height of 

between 45 and 64% (an increase of between 50 and 60% 
compared with 1913), for which the exceptional increases in 
duties on corn, Hour, and sugar must be held aIIDost exclusively 
responsible (see Table B). 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN ITALY, 1913-1931 

(In % of Prices) 
Commodities 1913 192 7 1931 

Wheat, . 41'S Z7'0 144'0 
Wheat flour , 41'0 40'0 186'0 
Rswsugar . 346'<>-390'0 Z7-<>-40'0 ~9s-o-29O 
Cocoa powder z6-0 90-0 150-0 
Wine in casks 48-0 37"0-61-0 37"4-6z-o 

. The result of this combination of duties and other import
restricting measures in Italy, as in Germany and France, was, 
in the first place, a vast decline in corn imports during the year 
1931. The proportion of corn imports decreased from 67% 
of total agrarian exports to 37-5'7'.,. from a value of 467 millions 
gold lire to 305 millions gold lire between 1913 and 1931. 

In 1932 Italy largely increased the duties on other agrarian 

, Quota 95%, see Trade Barriers, pp. 414-415, 



EUROPEAN AGRARIAN TARIFF POLICY 73 

products, such as butter, live-stock, and meat. They were 
combined with the compulsory consumption of Italian 1ive
stock (quota: 85%),1 and other measures, which here also 
lessened still more the importance of duties, although the latter, 
more than in any other country of capitalist Europe, and long 
before the beginning of the world economic crisis, bad become, 
through the extensive State control of economy, one only of . 
many devices for reducing imports. 

4. BELGIUM 

(See Table AI for Belgium in Appendiz) 

Among the two pre-War and four post-War small industrial 
states of Europe, Belgium and Switzerland occupied a position 
of considerable importance for international trade in foodstuffs, 
thanks to the high purchasing power of their population and 
their great agrarian import requirements. 

In the case of Belgium (like that of Holland), owing to her 
geographical position, this importance has been increased by 
the extraordinary transit traffic' in large quantities of such 
agrarian staple products as corn. coffee, etc. Consequendy, 
the agrarian tariff policy of Belgium should first be discussed 
as that of the greatest impotter among the two (or four) smaller 
industrial countries. In this connection, the effects of this 
transit trade must not be neglected; these only can explain the 
astonishingly high import and export figures ofBe1gium agrarian 
trade, as they appear in Table A. Dr. Leener calculated the pro
portion of the transit trade at 24% of the total export and 
33% of the total import ofpre-War Belgium.' 

Belgian agrarian imports were characterized by a very high 
percentage of corn and fodder grain. While grain and its 
products formed 13'3% of the total Belgian imports in 1913, 

1 TTtuU Barrinsl p. 417. 
• Greater in pre-War than in post-War times. 
I Camp. Leen.r'. essay, "Commerce" in Mahaim: La B./ciqu' 

restaur., p. 254. 
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and as much as 14'4% in -927, their share was still 8'7% in 
1931, in spite of the sharp fall in the price of com:1 

TABLE A: BELGIAN AGRARIAN IMPORTS, 1913-1931 
(In Mill. F .... 01" %) 

1913 19Z7 1931 

Group Mill. %0£ Mill. % of Mill. %0£ 
Frs. A.I. Frs. A.I. Frs. A.I. 

Total Imports #i4O 35,500 24,000 
Agrarian Imports 12 100 100'0 7,300 100-0 5,700 100'0 

Of which: 
Corn 600 54'5 4,oc>O 54'S 2,000 35'0 
Fresh meat 2 O'Z 380 5'2 390 6·8 
Butter . ZI 1'9 30 0'4 380 6'7 

A.I. =Agrarian imports. 
See Tableau general d .. ctmI11UTce tk lIJ Belgique, 1913/27/31. 

In the post-War period imports of Iive-stock ptoducts 
reached a respectable position, but in spite of that fact most of 
the demand for meat and dairy produce, as well as for fruit 
and vegetables, was covered by the highly developed Belgian 
dairy industry, whilst the densely populated and highly 
industrialised country was mainly dependent upon imports for 
supplies of corn and grain fodder. 

In these circumstances, and in view of the vital importance 
of the transit trade, Belgian agrarian policy before the War 
could only be of a free-trade character.' An analysis of the 
tariff levels of the various agrarian classes of goods was there
fore of little interest, especially as the most important goods 
entered free of duty, while the remainder were subjected to very 
moderate duties (see Table B, p. -,6). Only two characteristic 
exceptions deserve mention: the duty on IllW sugar in this 
"free trade" country was as much as 80% in 1913> and that 
on grapes 60%. Both were products of important branches of 
agriculture, and were exported in considerable quantities. 

, See Memorandum a Stazistiques, u. 
• See Trmk BanierJ, p. 3II. 
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Consequently, protectionist aims must be presumed in this 
case. 

In 1913 the general agrarian tariff level for Belgium, ex
cluding class AVI, reached a height of 25'5%. Including this 
class, it was 39'5%, owing to the very heavy fiscal duties on 
wine and tobacco. In connection with these figures, which 
were surprisingly high for a free-trade country,it must be borne 
in mind that they were the result of comparatively few duties, 
some of which were very high, whilst the majority of important 
goods admitted free did not enter into the calculation at all. 
In spite of these figures, therefore, it is quite correct to describe 
Belgium as a free-trade country. 

This free-trade policy was reinforced by the new Belgian 
tariff of 1924, the basis of Belgian commercial policy in post
War times, which appreciably reduced pre-War rates of duty, 
as the new rates fixed in paper francs InoSdy failed to catch up 
with the depreclation of the pre-War franc. Consequendy, 
the Belgian agrarian tariff level of 1927, with a height 
between 9'9 and 131"'Y<» was 53-64% below the figures of 
1913. 

After the beginning of the world econoInic crisis this moderate 
agrarian tariff policy was changed in relation to some important 
commodities, especially as regards live-stock, meat, butter, 
and sugar. Various duty increases (or the imposition of duties 
on goods hitherto exempt) in 1930 and 1931 brought the 
general agrarian tariff level of 1931 up to a height between 
21 and 26%, or 26-33%, including class AVI. The raw sugar 
duty reached as much as 100% in 1931. As nearly all duty 
increases in these two years took place in the sphere of dairy 
farming and sugar cultivation, Le. in the main fields of Belgian 
agriculture, corn being still admitted free even in 1931, it 
cannot be denied that Belgian agrarian policy henceforth 
revealed a protectionist bias. In 1932 Belgium also introduced 
a compulsory milling regulation (albeit on very moderate lines) 
(quota 5-25%) as well as import licences.' 

1 See Trad. Barriers, pp. 3II-312. 
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TABLE B: DUTIES UPON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITmS IN BELGIUM, 1913-1931 

(In % of Prices) 

Commodity 1913 19z7 1931 

Wheat, rye, barley, maize, Duty free Duty free Duty free 
Wheat flour , 7" zoo 3'6 
Fresh pork Duty free Duty free 14'0 
Raw sugar 79'0 29'0 100'0 
Raw tobacco , 38'0 24'0-41"5 69'0-128'0 

5, SWITZERLAND' 
(See Tables AI and All for Switzerland in Appendiz) 

Switzerland's agrarian impon requirements, both before and 
after the War, were covered by latge grain impons, whilst 
home agrlcuJrure, adapting itself to the qualities of the soil, 
concentrated upon the production of dairy produce and the 
finer sons of fruit, so that a considerable quantity of milk 
products were exponed in the form of cheese and condensed 
milk (also as milk chocolate), whilst meat, butter, fruit, vege
tables, and sugar were impotted in considerable quantities, 
Impons of com and com products were 13'1% of the total 
impons in 1913; 10'5% in 1927, and 8'3% in 1931,1 Table A 
contains the most impottant data in connection with Swiss 
agrarian impons, 1913-1931, 

Before the War Switzerland's agxarian tariff policy was very 
moderate, Including alcohol and tobacco duties, the genexa1 
tariff level leached only 12-16%, and the exceptional figures of 
classes AI and AIv are explained by the height of a single 
duty in each group, whereas the remaining goods were as 
lightly taxed as in general the other agxarian products, 

The introduction of the new Swiss tariff of 1921 brought 
about a fundam~tal change in agrarian tariff policy. Almost 

, For a.certsining Swiss duty rates use his been made of Napolski, 
ZolJlumdbudJ d. Schweiz, 19'"7; Zolltari! tier Schweiz, 1931; Deumh. 
HandelsarchW (H.A,), 

• See Memorandum and Statistiques, II, 
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all the rates were increased, some of them very heavily. The 
tariff then existing was conceived as an adaptation to the great 
rise in the price level. which was a consequence of the gold 
inflation during the War, and it was intended that agriculture 
should, at least, enjoy as much protection as was afforded to 
it by the pre-War tariff. As, however. its rates remained in 
force even when prices were falling rapidly after 1<)22, the 
agrsrian tariff level of Switzetland was bound to show a corre
sponding rise.l • These tendencies were well expressed by the 
increase of duty rates for classes AI-VI, which in 1927 reached 
on an avetage 300-500% of the rates of 1913. 

TABLE A: SWISS AGRARIAN IMPORTS, 191~-1931 
(In Mill. Francs and %) 

19I3 1927 1931 

Group Mill. %of MilL %of MilL %01 
Fn. A.I. Fn. A.L Frs. A.I. 

Tollll Import 1920 2560 2250 
Agrarian Import 600 100"0 695 100-0 590 loo·O 

Of which: 
Corn . . 232 38.6 270 34-0 192 32.4 
Animal foodstuffs 99 16·5 120 17-0 121 21·5 
Vegetables, fruit . SO 8·3 82 II·S 96 16·2 

A.I. =Agnrian imports. 
Comp. Seat. du WaremJerkeh1's tier Sc/mJeiz mit tkm Aw1tmd, 

1913/27/31• 

The wheat and rye purchasing monopoly introduced in the 
year 1915 was retained, and assured the Swiss farmer stable 
prices above the world market level; the duties upon these 
two commodities were not more than statistical fees.· 

The general agrarian tariff level (excluding class AVI) 
reached between 17 and 26·5%, and was thus 33-57% higher 
than in 1913. 

Duty increases were particularly heavy in the case of live-

, Comp. Reichlin, Der schweiz Zolltarif 11. seiu SchuUlfDiTkung, 
pp. 11-12, and TT",u Barriers, p. 499. 

• Tr",u Barriers, pp. 500-501, and Reichl;,., op. at., p. 17. 
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stock and animal foodstuffs. Slaughtered pigs, cattle, horses, 
meat, eggs, and cheese had to pay increased duties (compare 
Table B, below). As the duty increases were definitely confined 
to the products of Swiss agriculture, the protectionist character 
of these duties is unmistakable. 

Between 1927 and 1931 Swiss agrarian tariff policy, even 
after the outbreak of the world economic crisis in 1929, re
mained comparatively stable. The reason being that in these 
two first years of the crisis especially the corn prices fell very 
rapidly, but the wheat and rye monopoly, which continued to 
exist in an altered form from 1929, protected Swiss cereal 
cultivation. On the other hand, the sharp fall in prices, in the 
main spheres of Swiss agriculture, did not start, in the case 
of most of the important commodities, until the middle or the 
end of the year 1931. Then fresh increases of duty were 
introduced. 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN SWITZERLAND, 1913-1931 

(In % of Prices) 
Commodities 1913 19~7 1931 

Wheat 1"7 Z'o S-7 
Wheat flour 9-<>-71'0 IS'5-138'0 27"5-244"0 
Pigs 16"0 z6"C>-32"S 36"0-48-0 
Fresh porlc 10-6 40"0 65"0 
Fresh beef II"6 :05"0 32"0 
Butter 6-6 4"6 62"0 
Rzw sugar 20"0 5"1 140"0 
Rzwtobacco 13"0 4O"c>-:o80-0 50"C>-350"O 

In particular, it was dairy farming, the most important 
branch of Swiss agriculture, which was to be protected against 
foreign competition by high butter duties since 1929, especially 
since Swiss cheese exports were impeded more and more, and 
Swiss dairy farming was to be indemnified by closing the Swiss 
market to foreign butter supplies.1 The 193I rate of duty of 

1 Camp. Rnchlin, op. cit., pp. 15-16. 
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ISo Frs. per 100 kilos represented 900% of the rate of 1913. 
Very sharp, too, were the duty increases on potatoes, pigs, and 
sugar. In 1931 the general agrarian tariff level (without Avr) 
reached 32'5-52%, and was thus 1~210% above the level of 
1913. In this connection, such classes as live-stock (29-33!%), 
dairy produce (43%), other foodstuffs (especially duties on 
sugar and margarine) (over 50%) showed very high tarifflevels. 

In the year 1932 Swiss agrarian policy resorted extensively 
to the new import reducing measures which were everywhere 
coming into force, by introducing a quota system and licence 
regulations for nearly all agrarian imports.' 

6. AUSTRIA" (1913: AUSTRIA-HUNGARY) 
(Cmnp. T abk AI/or Austria in Appent/i:<) -

The disintegration of Austria-Hungary by the Peace Treaties 
of 1919 increased the number of European industrial states by 
two, compared with the pre-War number. One of the two 
most important, predominantly industrial, districts, via. 
Austria, with its industrial centre of Vienna, became the 
Austrian Republic, while Bohemia and Moravia became the 
Czechoslovakia Republic, just as the Hungarian portion of the 
former empire was incorporated in the new stale of Hungary, 
whilst the remainder of the territory was divided amongst 
Yugoslavia, Roumania, Poland, and Italy. 

In these circumstances we could not furnish comparisons 
with 1913, so far as the newly formed succession countries were 
concerned, as the analysis of statistical data pertaining to the 
same areas for 1913 would have offered insurmountable 
difficulties. On the other hand, when considering tariff policy 
and tariff levels, the rates in force in 1913 belonging to the 
Austro-Hungarian pre-War tariff of 1906, out of which the 
Austrian, Hungarian, Czechoslovak post-War tarifiS arose, 

, Camp_ Trade Barriers, pp. 499-500. 
• For ascertaining Austrian duty rates use was made of: Miiller

Ro'h-W .... ', Der oesmr. ZolltariJ, 1927, and ZoI/tarif for das Gehier 
tier Repuhlik Outerrekh, Vienna, 1931; also of the Dt. HaruielsarchW. 
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proved useful when we attempted to throw light on the changes 
in the tariff policies of the succession countries. 

Whereas the Austro-Hungarian monarchy, as a preponder
antly agrarian country, with important industrial centtes, 
represented a happily balanced economic area in pre-War 
Europe, the boundaries drawn by the Treaty of Saint-Germain 
created in the new state of Austria an area which depended on 
high agrarian imports. Table A contains the important facts of 
this situation. 

TABLE A: AUSTRIAN AGRARIAN IMPORTS, 192']-1931 
(In Mill. Schill. and %) 

19Z7 1931 

Group Mill. %of Mill. %of 
Schill. A.I. SchiIl. A.I. 

Total Import 3090 :0160 
Agrarian Import 1065 100'0 680 100-0 

Of which: 
Com and lIour 331 31'S 188 27'5 
Cattle 2.77 2.6-0 168 ""'8 

A.I. =Agrarian imports. 
Comp. St4listik tks tnlSfIJiirtig ... Handels O.srerr.ichs, 19"1-31. 

Austria is mainly dependent upon imports fot her supplies 
of corn, Iive-stock. and meat. Austrian peasant agriculture, 
like the Swiss, is chiefly devoted to the raising of dairy produce, 
poultry, vegetables, and fruit. 

This was reflected in the Austrian tariff of 1924, and the 
subsequent taIiff changes and commercial treaties. 

Compared with the strongly protectionist rates of the Austto
Hungarian taIiff of 11)06, the duties on corn and flour, on 
live-stock and meat were greatly reduced, while the duties on 
dairy produce, vegetables, and fruit were appreciably raised 
(comp. Table B, p. 81). The potential genetal agrarian tariff 
level of Austria in 1927. being 16-17% (excluding the tariff 
level of class AVI), was between 42 and 45% below the· 
Austto-Hungarian pre-War level. Only one class, "other food-
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stuffs" (Av), reached a level about 30% above 1913, by reason 
of heavy duties on sugar, chocolate, and cocoa. 

From the beginning of the world economic crisis, AusIrian 
agrarian tarilf policy took a protectionist turn, also with regard 
to goods not hitherto protected. Thus the tarilf level of class 
AI (corn and flour) reached 96% (=200% of the 1913 level). 
Very heavy increases were also made in the duties on live
stock, meat and butter, especially on sugar (comp. Table B), so 
that the tarilflevels of the classes of live-stock, dairy produce. 
and other foodstuffs revealed great rises compared with 1921. 

TABLE B: DUTIES UPON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN AUSTRIA, 1927-1931 

(1913: Ausmo-HUNGA1UAN DUTIES) 
(/ .. % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Wheat . 36-0 1'1 72 -0 
Wheat flour 57-0 4'6 187'0 
Pigs . 2-5-37-0 8-0 23-2 
Fresh pork 33-0 S'I I3-2-2S-0 
Butter 8-5 20-2 30 -5 
Raw sugar 2l"S 43-0 :u8-o 
Cocoa powder _ 90-0 1I8-o 170-0 

Austria's general agrarian tarilf1evel in 1931 reached a height 
of 51-62%, and was thus lOO-IIO% above the 1913 level of 
the Dual Monarchy. Although AusIrian duty rates of 1931 
were on the average only 20-40% higher compared with those 
of 1913, the falling prices of agrarian products brought about 
this sharp raising of the tarilf levels. These duties, however. 
which were very high fur a country needing agrarian imports, 
were not yet sufficient fur AusIrian agrarian policy; for in 
1932 the quota system was introduced for, the most important 
agrarian products (butters, pigs, beef, fats, etc.), while drastic 
currency restrictions for all imports had been in force since 
October 1931.1 

J See Tratk BtmUrl, p. 308. 
l' 
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7. CZECHOSLOVAKlAl 
(Comp. Table AI fur Czeclwslouakia in Appendix) 

In spite of the fact that Bohemia, with her very important 
industry, makes Czechoslovakia a member of industrial Europe, 
a few branches of Czechoslovak agriculture, such as wheat, 
badey, hops, sugar cultivation, together with related branches 
of live-stock breeding, are considerably developed. Large 
quantities of barley, hops, and sugar were exported. whilst 
other btanches of agrarian consumption were dependent on 
imports. Table A shows the largest of these agrarian import 
groups. 

TABLE A: CZECHOSLOVAK AGRARIAN IMPORTS, 
1921-1931 

(In Mill. Cz. CrorutIS and %) 

19"7 1931 
Group MilL %0£ Mill. %0£ 

Cr. A.I. Cr. A.I. 

Total importS 18,000 11,800 
Agrarian Imports '1.480 100'0 2,715 100'0 

Ofwbich: 
Corn, flour, pods 2,170 48·5 1,<140 37·4 
Cattle 720 16·0 223 8·" 
Animal foodstuflil S60 12·S 480 17·7 
Vegetables, fruit 650 14-6 550 20·2 

A.I. =Agrarian imports. 
Comp. D ... Aussenhandel tier tsch. IUpublil<, 1927, 1931, and 

Memorandum on IntemDtional Trade, 1927, 1929. hereafter cited as 
Statistiquu, I; and Statistiquu du _ aUriNT'. 1933, hereafter 
cited as Statistiquu, m. 

In consequence of the political and economic separation of 
the great agrarian surplus territories of the Austro-Hungarian 
Dual Monatchy from the dense population of Bohemia, the 
territory which since 1919 forms the Czechoslovak Republic 

1 For 8ScertainiIJg C2echoslovak duties we have consulted L. 
Waerng, ZolltaTif d. tlch. Republik, 1927-30> and the Dr. Handeh
arcmfJ. 
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has been much more dependent upon foreign agrarian supplies 
than in 1913. This explained, why the Czech customs tariff 
of 1921 and the following years only incorporated the rates of 
the old Austro-Hungarian tariff with considerable modifica
tions, which consisted partly of a reduction of the Czech rates 
compared with the Austro-Hungarian rates of 1913 (comp. 
Table B, p. 84). The Czech duties on corn, live-stock, and 
dairy produce in 1927 were considerably lower than those of 
Austria-Hungary in 1913; in the case of corn and flour, for 
example, the Czech tariff level of class AI, with 22%, reached 
only 51% of that of 1913. On the other band, already in 1927 
the Czech duties on vegetables and fruit. as weil as on the goods 
of c1asses Av and Avr, were considerably higher than in 1913. 
Nevertheless the general agrarian tariff level of Czechoslo
vakia in 1927, with a height of 35-38%, was only from 22-30% 
above the Austrian of 1913, thanks to the retarding influence of 
the duties of the above-mentioned three c1asses.' 

The reactions of Czech agrarian tariff policy to the world 
economic crisis consisted chiefly of heavy increases in the 
duties on corn, flour, live-stock, and meat. In 1931 the average 
of the duties on corn and flour reached a height of lII% 

(i.e. 260% of the 1913 level), for live-stock 24-63% (or 280-
350% of 1913), for animal foodstuffs, owing mainly to very high 
duties on meat. 56-57% (or 190% of 1913). 

By 1931 the general agrarian tariffleve1 had risen to 78-89% 
(or 27Q-29O% of 1913). Of 38 commodities of group A. only 
14 were taxed below 30%, 5 below 50%, 4 had topay duties 
between 50 and 100%, IS duties above 100%. Czechoslovakia 
also had gone over to an extreme agrarian protectionism. 

Moreover, this tariff policy was only a part of Czech com
mercial policy, which had been employing other protectionist 
devices long before the outbreak of the crisis. Since 1926 an 
elaborate import licence system had been in existence for the 
corn trade, in 1930 a compulsory milling regnlation was 

, The duties on alcoholic drinks and tobacco were excluded from 
this calculation. 
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introduced for Czech rye and wheat (quota 75-95%), further, a 
licence system for imports of cereal, meat, and dairy products, 
which, without imposing duties, could exclude any undesirable 
imports. At length, in I932, the whole of the grain and flour 
trade was brought under the jurisdiction of a Czech importing 
syndicate.1 Thus in Czechoslovakia also, owing to the employ
ment of these devices, tariffs ceased to play the leading part in 
the regulation of imports since I93I. 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN CZECHOSLOVAKIA, 1927-1931 

(1913: AUSTRo-HUNGAlUAN DUTIES) 
(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Wheat 36-8 16'5 89-5 
Rye 34-8 20-S 104-0 
Wheattlour S7-0 2S-0 127-0 
Pig. 2-5-37-0 2'7-10-2 15-1-87'0 
Fresh pork 33-0 14-8-24-8 102"0 
Caulitlower Duty free 21-6 40"0 
Raw sugar 21'S 133-0 366-0 
Raw tobacco 91'5 228-0 340"0 

B. AGRARIAN (BORDER) EUROPE 
l'REI.IMlNARY REMARK: Foodstuff and Ra.. Material Countries in 

Agrarian Europe 

We have lllready observed • that we have reckoned as part of 
agrarian Europe also those countries whose exports consisted 
largely of timber (rough or very little worked). Prominent 
among these countries were Sweden and Finland, which might 
better be described as "raw material countries," whilst the 
rest of the timber-exporting countries of Europe-the Baltic 
countries, Poland, Roumania, and Yugoslavia-were also such 
substsntial exporters of foodstuffs that they could also be 

• Comp. TTDIh Barrien, pp. 346-3S0. 
• Comp. p. 48, note I of this study. 



EUROPEAN AGRARIAN TARIFF POLICY 8S 

designated as "foodstuff countries," together with the remain
ing agrarian countries of Europe. 

The analysis of the potential agrarian tarifflevels in the proper 
foodstuff countries could usually be made much more sum
marily than the discussion of the agrarian tariff policy and 
agrarian tariff levels of the great food-importing countries of 
industrial Europe. For the tariff policy is of little importance 
in countries where a product is abundant in relation to the 
effective home demand and where its internal production and 
distribution are not artificially restricted by cartels or other 
devices. But such prospects for a successful tariff policy 
existed only in a few countries for few products (e.g. sugar 
in Germany, Hungary, etc.). It was sufficient. therefore, to 
outline the general tendencies in the agrarian tariff policy of 
the foodstuff countries of Europe. and to emphasize striking 
changes that have occurred. 

On the other hand, the analysis of the agrarian policy of 
Sweden and Finland deserved greater attention.~ as here we 
were concerned with two raw material countries with large 
imports of foodstuffs. We have, therefore, begun our exp0-
sition with these two Scandinavian countries.' Thereafter we 
have discussed the problems of Poland, the four south-eastern 
agrarian states of Europe (Roumania, Hungary, Yugoslavia, 
and Bulgaria). and of Spain. 

I. SWEDEN 
(Comp. Tabk AI/or s-am in AppentIiz) 

Although Swedish agriculture is of great importance in the 
general economic structure of the countty, yielding a large 
export surplus of butter and a small one of pork, while covering 
at the same time a great part of rye and wheat consumption, 
yet Sweden is dependent upon considerable imports in respect 
of nearly all branches offood production (romp. Table A). 

Before the War, Sweden's agrarian tariff policy was very 
moderate, with notable exceptions in the case of the important 
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group of corn and flour duties, the average height of which 
(30'3%) was a remarkable one for pre-War times. The duties 
on rye, barley, wheat. and rye flour, in particuIar, repre
sented considerable protection fur Swedish production (comp. 
Table B, p. 87). 

TABLE A: SWEDISH AGRARIAN IMPORTS, 1913-1931 
(I" Mill. Swed, Crl1W1lS and %) 

1913 1927 1931 
Group Mill. %of Mill. %of MilL %of 

Cr. T.!. Cr, T,I. Cr. T.I. 

Total Imports , 847 100'0 1585 100'0 1430 lDO-O 
Ofwbich: 

Corn, flour 65 7'7 12'] 8'0 54 3"9 
Animal foodstuffs 29 3'4 38 2'4 35 2'4 
Vegetables, fruit 17 2'0 68 4'3 78 S'S 

T,I. =Total Imports. 
Comp. Swriges offiziella S:atistilo. HandJ, 1913, 1927, and 

Smtistiques. m. for the year 1931. 

In the case of nearly all the other classes the duties were 
moderate, with the exception of some fiscal duties, as, e,g., on 
fruit, alcohol. and tobacco. 

These fiscal duties explained the unusually high levels of 
classes AIv and AVI, so that only by their weight the Swedish 
general agrarian tariff level (even by excluding the duties on 
alcohol and tobacco) reached the high figure of 32'5-34% fur 
1913.' 

In the post-War period Swedish agrarian tariff policy was 
unusually moderate compared with European conditions. 
Until 1929 it maintained the rates of its 1913 agrarian tariff-in 
some cases even lowered them. Consequendy the 1927 
general agrarian tariff level fell to about 21 % and was thus 
37% below the level of 1913-

During the period between 1929 and 1931 Swedish com
mercial policy showed an even sharper contIast to the agrarian 
tariff policy of almost all Europe (excluding England, the 

1 Therefore in Table AI two average figures fOl group A in 1913. 
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Netherlands, Belgium. Denmark, and NOrway). Whereas, in 
fact, both before and much more after the beginning of the 
world economic crisis. the latter assumed the drastic protec
tionist character revealed in the foregoing sections. Sweden, even 
with her new tariff ofI930, remained true to her liberal agrarian 
tariff policy by keeping her rates of agrarian duties at the level 
of 1913. or even below it. If, nevertheless, the general tariff 
level of 1931 reached 38-40% (=117% of 1913), if the tariff 
level of class Al (cereals and flour) rose to 54'}'", of class Av 
to 47-53% (= 167-178% of 1913), this was due almost ex
clusively to the rapid fall in agrarian prices, especially of the 
prices of corn. flour, and sugar, while specific duty rates 
remained stable. 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN SWEDEN. 1913-1931 

([ .. % of Pri&es) 

1913 1927 1931 

Wheat 8,6 10'0 26'0 
Rye 29'2 18'1 50 'S 
Barley 40'0 22,8 66'0 
Wheat, !lour 32'0 31'0 SS'S 
Rye !lour 41'S 27'0 72'S 
Raw sugar 43'5-«>'0 26'4-37'0 68'<>-97'0 
Uquors 92'0 89'S 110'0 

However, since the outbreak of the world economic crisis, 
even Sweden resotted to drastic novel protectionist methods 
in two spheres, in order to shelter certain branches of her 
agriculture from foreign competition, so that the low Swedish 
duties of 1931 no longer reflected the full scope of Swedish 
agrarian protection. In the year 1930 a compulsory mjl!jng 
regulation was inttoduced for rye and, wheat (quotas until 
1931; 60-85%), and by monopolizing the corn trade Swedish 
rye and wheat prices were successfully kept far above the world 
market level. Moreover, in 1931 Sweden established a sugar 
monopoly, which was designed to stimulate Swedish beet-
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cultivation and Swedish sugar-production.' Thus since the 
world economic crisis, even in Sweden.in two important spheres 
of agriculture duties became a secondary expedient of com
mercial policy. 

2. FINLAND 
(Comp. Table AI for Pinland in Appendix) 

Despite the' overwhelming agrarian character of its popula
tion Finland, too, was dependent upon substsntial imports, 
especiaIly for its com-consumption, while the dairy industry of 
its peasants yielded a considerable export surplus and imports 
of animal foodstuffs were unimportant; fruit and vegetables in 
1927 represented about 2'2% and in 1931 about 3'2% of the 
total imports.'. Finnish cereal imports, on the other hand, were 
very considerable, as Table A shows. 

TABLE A: FINNISH CORN IMPORTS, 1913""1931 
(In Mill. Pinmk. and %) 

1913 19Z7 1931 

Group Mill. %of Mill. %0£ Mill. %0£ 
Fm!<. T.I. Fm!<. T.I. Fmk. T.!. 

Total Imports 495 100-0 6400 100'0 346s 100'0 
Ofwhicb: 

Corn and corn products 100 20-0 650 10"2 26S 7'6 

T.I. =Total Imports. 
See Pinlands Htmthl pt; Rysslarul och um"'" Oster, 1913, also 

I A UlkomaanJuJuppa, 1927, and Utrilw Harulel, 1931. 

Although Finland, before the War, was united with Russia, 
and possessed its own customs tariff, yet the most important 
cereals and many goods of classes An-IV were free of duty and 
were mostly imported from Russia. The Finnish agrarian 
tariff of 1913 was therefore of small importance. Its very 
high general level was the result of a few high duties on cheese, 

1 Comp. TratU B.....un, pp. 492-498. 
• Comp. Memor. u. Staristipes, I. 
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fruit, vegetables (partly fiscal duties),sugar, alcohol,and tobacco, 
whilst the duty-free items had no weight. A closer analysis 
was therefore useless. 

Although the agtarian import structure of Finland was not 
altered after the country gained political independence, in 
1917, Finnish agrarian tariff policy in post-War times assumed 
from the start a decidedly protectionist character, which was 
refiected even in 1927 in the very high general agrarian tariff 
level of 57-58% (this time, however, in contrast to 1913 a 
higher average from numerous high duties). For the fiscal 
freedom of 1913, as regards the most important agtarian 
products, disappeared after the War with two exceptions 
(wheat and potatoes). While the new corn duties were still 
very moderate, the flour duties were fixed very high. in order to 
assist the development and protection of a Finnish mj!!jng 
industry 1 (comp. Table B, below). The duties upon cer
tain kinds of vegetables and fruit were prohibitive, bringing 
the level of this class up to 124%. For the high level of class 
Av amounting to 86-87% the sugar and cocoa duties were 
mainly responsible. 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN FINLAND, 1913-1931 

(1 .. % of Pm .. ) 
Goods 1913 1927 193[ 

Wheat • Duty free Duty free Duty free 
Rye 

" 23'2 r62'0 
Ryellour 

" "5'6-37'6 15"-C>-233-o 
Wheat flour " ""-7-72-0 I20·~200-o 

Oranges 165-0 37-0 95-0 
Raw sugar 197-0 111'0 350-0 
Cocoa powder 43-0 195-0 28S-o 
Wine in casks 76-0 160-0-240-<> 165-0-247"0 

Finnish agrarian protectionism was considerably stiffened 
by the world economic crisis. Increases in the duties on 

1 Comp_ Trfllk /Jarrillr', p_ 367. 
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corn, fiour, meat. potatoes, fruit. sugar, and tobacco in the 
years 1930-31 brought up the Finnish general agrarian tariff 
level to a height of 95-109% (excluding AVI). In sharp 
contrast to 1927 the rye and baIley duties now were very 
high too. 

Despite this dIastic protection, in the year 1931, Finland also 
introduced a compulsory milling regulation in order to shelter 
its rye and oats production (quota 30% for rye, 70% for oats) 
while wheat-milling remained free, owing to the insignificant 
Finnish wheat cultivation.1 

3. POLAND (1913: RUSSIA) 
(Camp. Table AI/or Poland in Appmdix) 

Poland is the first of those above-mentioned European 
countries with high agrarian exports (see p. 85) respecting 
whidI the exposition of agrarian tariff policy and agrarian tariff 
levels could be confined to a summary of their principles and 
some characteristic details, because the agrarian difficulties of 
these states consisted mudI less in checking agrarian imports 
by duties, and other means, than in diverting their agrarian 
exports to the markets of other nations. In this connection 
agrarian protection in those countries could be most readily 
discerned where certain brandIes of their agrarian production 
showed a partial deficit. for whidI reason these classes of goods 
merited special attention. 

As the greater part of Poland belonged to Russia in 1913. the 
duties of the Russian tariff in force in 1913 were utilized for the 
calculation of those agrarian duties whidI would have been 
applied to the importation of goods in the year 1913 in that 
area that is now Poland. 

Pre-War Russia admitted all cereals and most dairy produce 
duty free, as she was Europe's leading export country. Only 
flour was subjected to a considerable duty. On the other hand, 
Russia imposed on vegetables, fruit. sugar. clIocolate, and cocoa, 

, Comp. Trade Barriers, pp. 367-368. 
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as well as wine and tobacco, such heavy duties as were found 
nowhere else in Europe in 1913 (romp. Table B, p. 92). 
Therefore classes Alv and v reached tariff levels of 80% and 
132% respectively. Accordingly the Russian general agrarian 
tariff level showed the exceptional height of 69-s% without 
and 77'S-82% with the duties of class AVI. Here, as in all 
other spheres, the extreme Russian tariff reached by far the 
highest European pre-Wax figures. 

Although the new Poland in geneIal remained a rountIy of 
corn exports. the trend of Polish corn and flour impoItS and 
exports from 1927 to 1931 showed great fluctuations. In 
times of bad haIvests, in fact, Polish corn production was not 
sufficient to cover the corn requirements of the countIy,' so 
that in the yea! 1927 not less than 9-4% of the total imports 
consisted of rorn and corn products, whereas in 1931 it was 
only 0-6% • (romp. Table A). 

TABLE A: POLISH AGRARIAN IMPORTS,I9Z7-3I 
(In Mill. Zlotys and %) 

19'"7 1931 

Group Mill. %of Mil1. % of 
Zl. T_I. Zl. T.l. 

Total ImportS :.8,0 JOO·O 1470 100-0 

Ofwbich: 
Cereals 280 9"1 33 2-2 

Flour . 52 1-8 3 0-2 
Animal Cats SO 1'7 I 0-07 
Fish 47 1-6 "9 2-0 

T.I. =Total Imports. 
Vg!. AnnuaiT. du commerce ",tbi_ d. la Repub1iqu4 Pol., 19:.6-27, 

1931. .. 

The Polish tariff of 1924> which, with considerable altem
tions remained in force until the new Polish tariff of 1932-33 
came into opemtion, admitted all kinds of corn free in 1927, 
like the Russian of 1913. Flour only was taxed, heavily in 

I Comp. Enqulre, I, pp. 123-128. 
• Comp. Memorondum and Statistiques, 11. 
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the case of wheat flour and lightly in the case of rye meal 
(comp. Table B, below). In view of Polish exports no 
great importance could be attached to the duties on live-stock 
and dairy produce. On the other hand, the duties on vegetables, 
fruit, and Southern fruit, which were of unusual height and 
recalled the Russian pre-W ar tariff, needed sPecial mention. 

The tariff level of this class in 1927 reached the prohibitive 
height of 213-242%, and thus exceeded the Russian one of 
1913 by 17<>-200%. Thanks to high sugar duties, designed 
to protect the Polish sugar industries, and very high duties on 
chocqIate and cocoa, class Av reached a tariff IeveI of 61 % in 
1927, while much heavier duties on alcoholic beverages and 
tobacco brought that of class AVl up to 142%. In 1927 
Poland's general agxarian tariff level amounted to 68-'75%, and 
thus corresponded to the extreme protectionism which had been 
the policy of Poland since her foundation.' 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN POLAND, 1927-31 

(1913: RUSSIAN DllTIllS) 
(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1921 1931 

Wheat Duty free Duty free 100'0 
Rye . . 

" " 91'S 
Wheat flour . 26'0 39'0 13z'0 
Ryefiour 3S'o 8·8 II6·0 
Oranges 2OS'O 105-0 270'0 
Caulil!ower . 31'0 3 16-0 560'0 
Raw sugar 290'0 74-0 370-0 
Cocoa powder 86-0 II3'o ,65'0 
Raw tobac:c:o 400'0 4 15-0 314'0 

From the end of 1928, and with growing intensity since the 
beginning of the world economic crisis, Poland continued this 
protectionist agrarian tariff policy, in spite of increasing 
exports of com, live-stock, dairy products, in spite of granting 

I Camp. TTflIk Barri.,." p. 455. 
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export premiums, import certificates, and other measures 
calculated to increase her agrarian exports.' In 1928-29 
heavy duties were imposed upon the cereals hitherto admitted 
free; in 1930-31 there were fresh increases in the duties on 
flour and sugar and further increases in the corn duties. 
Consequendy, the tari1f level of class AI (corn and flour) in 
1931 rose to 97"5%, while that for class Av rose to 160%. 
especially on account of the increased duty on raw sugar. In 
1931 Poland's general agtarian wiff level reached I02-II8%. 
and was thus 75-100% highet than the Russian one of 1913. 

At the commencement of 1932 Poland embarked upon a still 
more drastic policy with regard to agrarian imports by a 
temporary but total prohibition of all imports of some im
portant agrarian products, such as com, flour, hops, vegetables, 
fats, fruit, etc., while the permitted imports were dependent 
upon quotas and the granting of licences.' 

In this case also, tariffs fell into the background as an instru
ment of commercial policy. 

4. ROUMANIA 
(Comp. Table AI/or RI1tIm<I1Ii4 in Appendix) 

Roumania's agrarian wiff policy interested us only in the 
case of a few· classes of goods, because the country yielded a 
great export surplus of corn, live-stock, and animal foodstuffs 
and had only introduced for sugar a monopolistic organisation 
of its production and distribution. I 

Post-War agrarian reforms benefited the peasantry, who 
favoured the cultivation of barley and maize. The imm..mate 
consequence of such reforms was a sharp decline in the wheat 
exports of the large estates, compared with the pIe-War level.' 
In the years 1927-29 a small importation of wheat even became 
necessary, but generally speaking, RonmaDia produced more 

, T1"<Uh Barrin., pp. 4S1h464-
• Ibid., p. 457 • 
• Ibid .. pp. 471-472, 476. 
• Comp. E1IIpIlU, I, pp. 74-7S. 



94 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

cereaIs than she needed for her own requirements, Her 
traditional protectionist tariff policy manifested itself in the 
sphere of agrarian consumption by duties on such industrialized 
foodstuffs as flour, margarine, chocolate, etc" as well as on 
vegetables, fruit, sugar, and wine, commodities which in most 
cases were imported. The general agrarian tariff level of 
1913 reached 34-35%, excluding duties on alcoholic drinks, 
or, 40-41'5% including them. 

In the post-War period some of the tariff rates of 1927 were 
much increased, such increases being fivefold in the case of 
fruit and vegetables, with the result that for all the thirty-eight 
goods of group A the rates on an average represented 300-
330% of the 1913 rates. 

The Ronmanian tariff level of 1927 remained considerably 
below this increase, because of the raised agrarian price level; 
with a height of 43'5-47'5% it was 28-30% higher than that 
of 1913 (excluding AVI). 

The new Roumanian tariff of 1929, which did not change 
many duty rates, reduced the wine duties and increased the 
rates of duty on vegetables to 6J0-690% of the 1913 position. 

As, however, the agrarian price level fell sharply up to 1931, 
the agrarian tariff level rose correspondingly. With a height 
of85-90% it represented 250-255% of the 1913 level. 

TABLE A: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN ROUMANIA, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1\l21 1931 

Oranges 4-1 30'0 80'0 
Raw sugar Ioo'O 67'0 195-0 
Margarine 84-0 77'0 157-0 
Cocoa - 26-0 90'0-135-0 160'0 
Wine in casks 160-0 92'0 174-0 

Even in an agrarian-smplus country such as Ronmania, 
only eleven, out of thirty-seven goods examined, were subjected 



EUROPEAN AGRARIAN TARIFF POLICY 9S 

to duties below 30% in 1931, while fourteen had to pay duties 
between 30% and 100% and in the case of twelve the duty was 
over 100%. Table A throws some light upon a number of 
these duties so far as they represented imported products, or, 
like sugar, were products of artificially restricted supply in the 
home market. 

s. HUNGARY 
(Comp. Table AI/or Hungary in Appendix) 

To a still greater degree than Roumania, Hungary is a 
country of mainly agrarian exports of corn, live-stock, animal 
foodstuffs, fruit, tobacco, and wine. The discussion, therefore, 
of its agrarian tariff policy is of little value, and may be 
confined to a few explanations. 

The Hungarian tariff of 1924 raised the rates of duty, 
compared with the Austro-Hungarian tariff of 1906, in all 
classes of goods, with the exception of the corn duties, so that 
the year 1927 showed on the average an increase of Hungarian 
duty rates of 50-80% compared with the Austro-Hungarian 
rates of 1913. As, however, the sharp upward trend of the 
agrarian price level counteracted these increases to a consider
able extent, the Hungarian agrarian general tariff level of 
1927, with a height of 28·5-34·5%, was no more than 5-10% 
above that of the Dual Monarchy of 1913-

Up to the end of the year 1931 Hungarian agrarian tariff 
policy remained very stable. Its only noticeable feature was 
a sharp increase in the sugar duty, alteady much higher than 
in pre-War time, which was carried through in 1931 (comp. 
Table A). 

The Hungarian genexal tariff level of 193 I, increased to 
56-64%, was, therefore, with the exception of the sugar duty, 
almost entirely the consequence of the sharp fall in agricultural 
prices. 

Since 1930 Hungaxy sought to deal with its surplus pro
duction by a comprehensive monopolistic organisation of the 
whole com trade, the granting of export premiums, the con
clusion of preferential commercial treaties, the restriction of 



96 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

imports by a licence system, and other commercial methods 
outside the sphere of tariff policy. Duties were importllnt 
only in the case of sugar, owing to the monopoly which Hun
garian producers exercised over the home market! 

TABLE A: DUTmS ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITmS IN HUNGARY, 1927-1931 

(1913: Ausno-HUNGARIAN DUTIES) 
(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Wheat flour 57-0 47-0 84-0 
Raw sugar 21-0 70-0 266-0 
Margarine 22-0 64·0 84-0 
Cocoa powder .90"0 94'0-110"0 137"0-160-0 

6. YUGOSLAVIA (1913: SERBIA) 
(Comp. Tabk AI for Yugoslavia in AppenJiz) 

The discussion of the agrarian tariff policy of Yugoslavia 
(1913: Serbia) can be confined to a few remarks, because this 
country also yielded a considerab~e export surplus of com, 
Iive-stock, animal foodstuffs, fruit. and tobacco. Before the 
War the Serbian general agrarian tariff level reached a height of 
28'5-34·5%. The duties on the goods in class Av, mainly 
industrialized foodstuffs and sugar, were high, whilst the 
(mostly nominal) duties on other products were moderate 
(comp. Table A). 

While the new Yugoslav tariff of 1!)25 diminished by 45% the 
rates of duty on corn and Ilour, those of the other classes were 
raised so sharply that the year 1927 showed on the average an 
increase in the rates of duty of 120-210% compared with 1913. 
The general agrarian tariff level did not rise so much, by 
reason of the sharp upward trend in agrarian prices. With 
a height of 41.5-46% it was 33-45% above that of 1913. 

• Trade Bani.rt, pp. 400-410. 
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Duties on meat and alcohol were increased, while the tariff 
level of class AI (com and flour) declined from 25"7% in 1913 
to 9"2% in the year 1927. 

TABLE A: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN YUGOSLAVIA, 1927-31 

(1913: SEBlIIAN DUTll!S) 
(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Wheat " 2T6 9"0 6<)-0 
Maize 21°0 7"5 74"0 
Wheat flour 23"0 13"7 98"0 
Raw sugar 79-0 51"0 140"0 
Margarine 150"0 IIS"O 153"0 
Wine in casks 36-0-50-0 55-0-123"0 56"0-126"0 

Yugoslavia's reactions to the world economic crisis were 
different from those of Roumania and Hungary, which have 
a similar economic structure to Yugoslavia. Although, like 
them a com-exporting country, she replied to the collapse in 
world com prices by a sharp increase of duties, shown in 
Table A, which brought the level of the com and flour duties 
to a height of 80%, equal to 310% of the position of 1913. In 
view of Yugoslavia's high grain surplus this corn tariff policy 
was ouly in some degree comprehensihle when it is borne in 
mind that in 1930 the whole of the imports and exports of 
wheat, and in 1931 the total imports and exports of grain, were 
brought under state monopoly. Prices above the worId
market level were guaranteed to the producers, in consequence 
of which a protective tariff for the maintenance of the artificial 
prices formed the necessary complement to this policy.' 
The sugar duties were also raised sharpiy. In 1931 Yugo
slavia's general agtarian tarifflevel reached ']0-80% (230-245% 
of 1913). 

, Olmp. Trade B~, pp. 533-537. 
G 
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7. BULGARIA 
(Camp. Table AI/or Bulgaria in Appendix) 

Bulgaria's export structure was characterized. by a high 
surplus production of tobaccos, corn, live-stock. and some 
animal foodstuffs; its import structure by very smaIl agrarian 
imports. Consequently, here, too, the details of tariff policy 
were of small importance for the appraisement of Bulgarian 
agrarian policy. The pre-War agrarian tariff level was 23-
26% in 1913 (excluding AVl). Very heavy duties on sugar, 
margarine, and cocoa powder brought the tariff level of class 
Av up to 55-56% even in 1913, whereas most of the other 
goods were subiected to moderate duties (compare Table A, 
P·99). 

With the new tariff of 1922, and its revision by the reform 
of 1926 (a very comprehensive raising of the 1922 rates in 
respect of over 200 items, sometimes by as much as 50%), 
Bulgaria erected tariff walls of .. height that existed in 110 other 
country of Europe, not merely for industrial products, but even 
for most of her agrarian exports commodities. Compared with 
1913 the duty rates for all the thirty-eight goods of group A 
were raised on an average by 330-3901 ... and, excluding duties 
on alcohol and tobacco, the general agrarian tariff level reached 
71-86%. or 106-135% (equal to 300-330% of the position 
of 1913), ifwe include them. Ofthirty-eight articles seventeen 
were potentially taxed between 1% and 50%, three between 
50% and 100%, and eighteen over 100%. 

Bulgaria reacted to the world economic crisis in a manner 
similar to that of Jugoslavia. Since 1931 a monopoly has 
been established for buying and selling corn, in oIder to keep 
the Bulgarian prices above the world-market level, and the 
low com duties were raised until their rates were equal to 
380% of their height in 1913' (comp. Table A). 

Thus the tariff level of class AI (cereals and flour) rose from 
91"% in 1913 to 661"% in 1931. For the remaining classes the 

• Camp. Tratk BIII'I'ier., pp. 318-321, 327. 
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prohibitive duties of 1927 remained in force. but. owing to 
the lower agrarian price level. they signified much higher 
potential tariff levels. The geneIal. tariff level of all goods in 
group A (without alcohol and tobacco duties) reached in 1931 
123-144%, equal to 530-550% of the tariff1evel of 1913! In 
1931 the raw-sugar duty reached 350%; it was accompanied 
by the prohibition of imports so long as the home production 
remained unconsumed.1 

TABLE A: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN BULGARIA, 1913-1931 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods I9I3 I927 I93I 

Wheat " 2"8 S"4 427 
Rye 2'8 5'3 S9"0 
Wheat flour 18-0 41'0 74"0 
Onmges 12'5 110'0 183'0 
Raw sugar 100"0 127'0 350 -0 
Margarine 60'0 ISS'O 2.00'0 
Wine in casks 60"0-150"0 3 IO"<Hl80"0 3io"0-680"0 

8, SPAIN 
(Comp. Table AI for Spain in Appendix) 

In spite of her predominandy agrarian character. in spite of 
large exports of fruit. wine, vegetables. and rice, Spain was 
temporarily dependent upon foreign supplies for some agrarian 
products. This was the case particularly with wheat and 
maize. owing to great fluctuations in her corn-production; 
and in a lesser degree the same held good with meat. fish, and 
cattle,' Consequendy, Spanish tariff policy. as regards these 
goods, proves interesting for this study, Table A shows the 
proportions of total agrarian imports and imports of corn and 
fish to the total imports of Spain. " 

With a height of 32% the tariff level of c1ass AI (cereals and 
flour) before the War corresponded nearly with that of the great 

, Camp. Trade Barri .... , p, 326. 
• Comp. Ibid" p. 481. 
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European industrial countries. Already in 1913 the duty on 
wheat flour was particularly high (comp. Table B, p. 101). 
Among the other class tariff levels that of class Av was especi
ally high. 

TABLE A: SPANISH AGRARIAN IMPORTS. 1913-31 
(In Min. Pesetas amI %) 

1913 1927 1931 
Group Mill. %0£ Mill. % of Mill. %0£ 

Pes. T.I. Pes. T,I. Pes. T.I. 

Total Imports • 1305 100"0 2575 JOO'O 1175 100·0 
Agrarian ImportS 270 20,6 420 16'3 170 14'5 

Ofwhich: 
Cereals and products 

ofcaeals 135 10'3 71 2"8 19 1'6 
Fish 42 3'2 85 3'3 34 2"9 

T,I.=Totsl Imports, 
Comp. &radisliaJ General, 1913, 1927, 1931. 

In the post-War period Spain increased protection in all 
spheres, including agriculture, by the new tariff of 1922 and 
its revisions during the succeeding five years. A 70% increase 
in the duty rates of 1913 brought the tariff level of class AI 
up to a height of 41'10> which was 30% above the pre-War 
level, maize and wheat flour being subjected to particularly 
heavy duties. In the endeavour to make Spain as independent 
as possible of foreign corn imports, howeveI, Spanish agrarialI 
policy of the post-War period resoned to much more drastic 
methods. Since 1926 the importation of foreign wheat was 
generally prohibited, quotas being admitted only by special 
decree "in such quantities as were calculated to maintain a 
fair internal price.» 1 Compulsory milling regulation, price
fixing, strict regulations regarding flour and bread selling, 
supplemented this policy. Owing to the danger of a shortage 
of wheat. the import prohibition was lifted, first in 1928 and 

• Comp. TM Spanish ~ ImjJtJrf ProhibitUm in H.-A.. 1926, 
P·1507-
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then in 1931, when the duties were abated for a quota of 
20,000 dz.' _ Spain pursued the same policy with regard to 
maize imports. • Consequently, Spain's com duties since 1926 
had only a limited practical value for judging her com-import 
policy, and the large decreases of her com imports in post
War times. (comp. Table A). With regard to the other classes, 
the raising of the duty rates (by an average of !)O-IIO% 

compared with 1913) exerted only a moderate effect, in view 
of the sharp upward trend in the agrarian price level. The 
general Spanish agrarian tariif level in 1927, being 42-48%, 
was only about 10% above the level of 1913 (excluding class 
AVI). 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT AGRARIAN 
COMMODITIES IN SPAIN, 1913-31 

([PI % of Prices) 
Good. 1913 19Z7 1931 

Wheat 29'2 19'6 71'0 
Maize 19-0 60-0 103"0 
Wheat flour 50-0 59-0 - 130'0 
Lard 46-0 40-0 66-0 
Butter 28-0 35'0 50-0 
Raw sugar 3':0-0 153'D-n6-o 4:>0'0 
Cocoa powder • 87'0 188-0 :070'0 
Margarine 35'0 154'0 202'0 

By denouncing most of her conventional rates in the years 
1927-28, and by the coming into full fOICe about the year 1929 • 
of her autonomous tariif of 1922, Spain's rates of duty, especi
ally upon com and flour, were considerably increased (to about 
190% of their pre-War level). This, combined with the 
sharp fall in com and flour prices since 1929, brought the 
tariif level of class AI for the year 1931 up to almost loo%-i.e. 
three times the level of 1913. As for the remaining classes the 

I Comp. Trade Barriers, pp. 482-484-
I Comp. H.-A., 1929, p. II49; '930, pp. ,oSl-1082 • 
• Comp. Ibid., 1927, p. 1925l 19'"9, p. 250:0. 
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sharp rise of their tariff levels was almost wholly caused by the 
filII in prices. Spain's general agrarian tariff level reached 
in 1931 78--83%, being almost double that of 1913. 

At the end of the year 1931 Spain fundamentally changed 
her commercial policy. She fixed quotas for her most import
ant agricultural and industrial imports. So here, too, tariffs 
ceased to be the most impoItant expedient of commercial 
policy for the regulation of imports.' 

C. GENERAL TENDENCIES IN THE AGRARIAN TARIFF 
POLICY OF POST-WAR EUROPE COMPARED WITH 1913 

(Comp. Table /VII, and Graph A of AppenJiz) 

The foregoing short analysis of the development of agrarian 
tariff policy and potential agrarian tariff levels of thirteen 
pre-War and fifteen post-War European states enables us to 
detect characteristic resemblances and dissimUarities in the 
development of the policy of individual states or groups of 
states, while the choice of the last normal pre-War year as a 
basis of comparison rendered us valuable service. 

Europe's general agrarian tariff levels for the years 1913. 
1927. and 1931 (without the duties on alcohol 1md tobacco) 
have been marked on graph A in such a way that from the 
two figures of the agrarian tariff level of every country in each 
of the three years the arithmetical means have been ascertained. 
Then, by employing the same scale for all countries. these 
aven\ge5 have been recorded so as to show the trend of the 
potential agrarian tariff level in each country in the three test 

years, as well as to filcilitate comparisons among all the countries 
of Europe. 

These figures will be found in Table IVA of the Appendix, 
in addition to the relative changes as well in the general agrarian 
tariff levels as in the height of the tates of duty (ascertained in 
the same way) in comparison with 1913. 

t Comp. Decree of the Spanish GovemmentofDecember 23, 1931, 
in H.-A., 1932> p. 1292, and TraM Batrien, p. 4lIS. 
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Befure the War a European tariff level above 30% was an 
exception. Only Finland, Roumania, Serbia, and Spain, to 
an extreme degree Russia, exceeded this figure in 1913.1 These 
were not countries that imported considerable quantities of 
agricultural goods, but, with the exception of Finland, showed 
great agrarian exports. 

The extensive reduction in the general volume of European 
production during the War, especially of European agrarian 
output, led in nearly all importing countries to a comprehensive 
suspension of many important agrarian duties. For the first 
post-War years these duties remained suspended, or were 
substantially lowered, owing to the slow revival of European 
agricultural production, which was impeded by demobiliza
tions, inflations, and the creation of new states. These first 
post-War years were in particular marked by an enormous 
increase in cereal cultivation in North and South America, as 
well as in Australia, which compensated fur the European 
shortage. _ 

In contrast to these conditions, in the sphere of industrial 
production there existed tariffs and other import-reducing 
barriers of a rigour hitherto unknown in Europe,' which were 
explained partly by the over-capacity of the European War 
industries. These were compelled to return to the production 
of gOods used in peace time, and encountered great difficulties 
in selling their products in impoverished markets. 

About the year 1925. the period of Europe's slow economic 
recovery closed. This year European wheat production 
(excluding Russia) reached the pre-War level for the first time." 
Most of the European currencies were legally. or de facto, 

1 In the ca •• of Italy and Sweden the exceptional height of one 
class tariff level caused this figure to be exceeded. Therefore the 
figures of their genetal agrsrian tariff . levels calculated zairhour the 
tariff levels of these special classes being f«Dei. than 30%, have been 
used in Table IV A. Comp. pp. 7<>-7I and 86 of this book. 

tI Comp_ the study of the Geneva Economic Committee of 1935: 
Considerarions of tM presenr evolurion of agricultural prorecrionUm, p. 
IS, hereafter cited as ConsiderarUms, further, Trade BarrUn, pp. 4<>-41. 

• Consithrarimu, pp. 16 and >'7. 
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stabilized in 1925 or 1926-27. Germany regained her com
mercial liberty, and the reparations problem was solved for 
some time by the Dawes Plan. 

The desire to re-create in Europe "normal" conditions, 
corresponding to the freedom of exchange in pte-War times, 
found particular expression in the numerous commercial 
treaties of the years 1926-27, in which attempts were made to 
lower the high level of industrial tariffs. The World Economic 
Conference of 1927, and the commercial policy of the years 
1927 and 1928 which was influenced thereby, formed the 
culminating point of these tendencies. Characteristic of the 
conditions then prevailing in European tariff policy was the 
comment in the League study on Tariff Levels that "in most 
countries the duties on manufactured articles have been 
increased much more than those on agricultural products. 
Indeed, in a number of cases, even when the general level 
of the tariff has been raised, agricultural duties have been 
lowered.'" 

The simultaneous inquiry of the Vienna Chamber of Com
merce stated that "the duties on semi and whony manufilctured 
industrial goods were the chief factors determining the tariff 
levels of European countries." • 

If we compare the height of agrarian duty rates of the year 
1927 with that of 1913 (see Table IV A) it can be seen that 
with the exception of two small industrial countries (Belgium 
and Austria) and one raw material countty (Sweden), all the 
nations had raised their agrarian duty rates. 

A few of the countries of industrial Europe which were most 
important markets of agrarian products, like Germany and 
Switzerland, had done this very considerably. Italy and Czecho
slovakia substantially; France very little. It should, however, 
be remembered that precisely those rates on the most important 
agrarian import products, such as cereals, showed in 1927 the 
smallest increases over 1913, and often none at all, so that the 

, Comp. Tariff LewIs, p. 11. 
• Camp. Vienna Study, p. ix. 
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height of duties on com and flour in 1927 were less than in 
1913 in all the deficit countries of Europe. 

The rates of duty were much more raised in the countries 
of agrarian Europe. but owing to the high degree of their 
agrarian self-sufficiency. and in view of the fact that the in
creases were chiefly introduced for such articles of refined 
mnsumption as fruit, vegetables, mlonial produce. and 
highly industrialized foodstuffs. these increases signified 
little. 

Another result is disclosed by mmparing the agrarian tariff 
leoe1s of 1927 and 1913 in Table IVA. The sharp rise in 
nearly all agrarian prices compared with the year 1913/ which 
amounted to 49% • according to the world agrarian index of 
the Kiel Inquiry (which also included colonial produce). while 
according to the index of this study it reached an average of 
about 30'-0> caused the agrarian tariff levels to fall below the 
figures of 1913 not only in Belgiwn. Austria, and Sweden, 
which imposed lower or the same rates of duty.> but also in 
Italy and France, which imposed higher dunes. 

In the remaining three countries of industrial Europe, in 
Germany, Switzerland, and Czechoslovakia, on the other hand. 
the tariff levels for agrarian products already in 1927 were 
mnsiderably higher than in 1913 (by about 25-46%); in 
agrarian Europe, with the exception of Sweden, they were 
everywhere above the position of 1913; in the case of Poland, 
Hungary, and Spain very little 8-9%). in the case of Finland. 
Roumania, Yugoslavia more considerable (17-38%), in the 
case of Bulgaria a unique increase of 220%. 

This was a certain indication that very soon after the partial 
restoration of pre-W ar agricultural production in some of the 
deficit countries of industrial Europe (Germany, Italy, Czecho
slovakia. and Switzerland) agrarian protectionist tendencies 
could be discerned, from about 1925. while the rise in the 
agrarian tariff level in agrarian Europe must be judged more 

1 See Index List of A-prices in Appendix. 
• See EnquBt •• I. p. 259. 
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as a manifestation of fiscal pmposes or of efforts to impede 
imports, in order to rectify the balance of payments. l 

The outbreak of the world economic crisis in the autumn of 
1929, in conjunction with the peculiar post-War difficulties of 
world economy (international debts and reparations problems) 
which were by no means overcome in 1929, gave a strong 
impetus to all agrarian protectionist tendencies in Europe. 
The increases of agrarian duties, which were decreed with 
particular severity during the three years, 1929, 1930, and 1931, 
by the leading import countries of industrial Europe, and the 
faIl in agrarian prices produced a complete revolution in 
agrarian tariffleve1s for the year 1931, in comparison with those 
of 1913 and 1927. 

Tariffleve1s reached unprecedented heights.' If a tariff iefJel 
O'Der 30% was an exception in the Europe of 1913, in 1931 such 
an exception was a tariff iefJel under 30% or eoen 40%, 'Which of 
all the countries investigated was maintained only by Belgium, 
Sweden, and Switzerland. All the other countries of industrial 
Europe reached general agrarian tariff levels of over 50%. Of 
special significance was the enormous increase in the tariff levels 
of the three greatest agrarian import markets (besides Great 
Britain), Germany, France, and Italy,ofwhich German agrarian 
protection with a general tariff level of82'5 % took by far the lead. 

With the exception of Sweden, all the general agrarian tariff 
levels of agrarian Europe rose over 60%, Bulgaria, Poland, and 
Finland exceeding the 100% mark. 

Whereas the 1927 upward trend in rates of duty was fully 
or substantia1ly counteracted by considerable increaseS in 
prices, in 193 1 there were big increases in some of the general 
agrarian tariff levels with rates of duty remaining unchanged, 
caused by an average decline in the price level (of the goods 
investigated) of 31'5%.' This showed instructively the de-

l Se. Comiderarions. pp. 16-17. and Trade Barri .... , p. 46. 
• See Trade Barri ..... p. 46. . 
• Or 21'7% if we include class AVI. See in the Appendix the 

A-list. The Kiel Agrarian Index showed an average fall of II% 
compared with 1913. See EntjUlte, I, p. 259. 
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velopment of the agrarian tariff levels in agrarian Europe. 
With the exception of increased corn duties in Finland, Poland, 
Bulgaria, Spain, and Yugoslavia, rates of duties upon agrarian 
products in the countries of Border Europe remained practically 
unchanged in 1931 compared with 1927, whereas all their 
general agrarian tari1f levels in 1931 were far higher than those 
of 1927 (see Table IVA and graph A). 

Consequently, increases of duty rates were bound to express 
themselves in ever-sharper rises in the tariff level, and this 
.mainly affected imports of cereals, live-stock, meat, and sugar. 

The enormous increase in the duties on these goods up to 
1931 has caused, above all, the raising of agrarian tariff levels 
in industrial Europe. It is characteristic that an industrial 
country so important for agrarian imports as Germany, with a 
traditionally moderate tariff policy, reached a higher agrarian 
tarifflevel in 1931 than high protectionistcountrieslikeHungary, 
Yugoslavia, and Spain, or that the corn. live-stock, and meat 
duties in the countries of industrial Europe surp3ssed the 
corresponding duties in most of the high protectionist countries 
of agrarian Europe. 

The most important result of this European agrarian tariff 
policy between 1929 and 1931 was an extensive reduction of 
export and import relations in the sphere of t1ie corn trade. 
The great deficit countries of industrial Europe-Germany. 
France, and Italy-as well as the chief deficit countries of 
agrarian Europe, like Sweden, Finland, and Spain, stimulated 
their own grain production at prices kept far above the world 
level (see Table A, p. 108), thus tending to become self
sufficient and thereby accelerating the rapid fall of world prices 
and the diminution ,of the areas under cultivation in those parts 
of the earth where local conditions most favoured the raising 
of crops, Whereas the areas under wbe8.t-cu1tivation overseas 
shrunk between 1929 and 1932, they expanded in the deficit 
countries of Europe during the same period from 51'7 Mill. 
to 56'I Mill. acres.' 

1 See Tram. Barrier., p. 157. 
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Up to 1931 European sugar duties destroyed impons in the 
same way as the grain duties. Deficit countries of both 
industrial Europe (France, Italy, Austria, and since 1919 also 
Great Britain) and agrarian Europe (Sweden, Roumania, 
Yugoslavia, Bulgaria, and Spain) distinguished themselves in 
competition with the El1:!'opean sugar export countries (Ger
many, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Hungary, and Belgium) by such 
extreme protection, combined in a number of countries, like 
Germany, Sweden, Roumania, Hungary, Bulgaria, and Yugo
slavia, with other measures for the entire regulation of pro
duction that countries which were once big importers of sugar 
tended more and more to supply their own needs. What 
happened in the case of grain also happened here. The sugar 
production of countries producing at a price far above the 
world-market level increased, while that of the countries by 
nature most favourably situated, like Java and Cuba, declined, 
and the growing tendency towards self-sufficiency had to be 
paid for by the consumer at prices which were 3O<r400%, or 
even higher, above world-market prices.' 

TABLE A: WHEAT PRICES IN THE WORLD MARKET 
AND IN EUROPE (LONDON, GERMANY, FRANCE, 
ITALY) 

(P.,.InuTW in dollar cents) 

192!r30 1931-32 

Place cents per London cents per London 
bushel =100 bushel =100 

London . 131 100 59 100 
Berlin 162 123 152 258 
Paris 145 HO 174 294 
MiJan 188 143 148 250 

Camp. TrOlk Barriers, p. 158. 

Compared with the extensive degree of disintegration of 
export and import countries, which extreme European com 
and sugar protection had brought about by 1931, the effects of 

1 See TrOlk Btzrri.,.s, pp. 27!r282. 
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the duties upon the imports of the remaining important classes 
of agrarian goods up till tlrls year were still relatively mild:. 
They were most severe in connection with the lowering of 
Germany's and Italy's meat and live-stock imports by the duties 
of this year, which were very high in the case of Gennany.' 
The worst fOl the great group of dairy produce and for all 
othex agrarian imports not yet affected by duties, was yet to 
happen. 

This was not long delayed. About the middle of 1931 the 
world economic crisis took a sudden turn for the worse through 
the outbreak of a credit crisis in Europe and the collapse of the 
political and commercial debt system, followed by England's 
departure from the Gold Standard. All those agrarian prices 
which hitherto had fallen relatively little, such as those of 
dairy produce, followed the collapse of grain and sugar prices, 
and about the turn of the year 1931 all European countries 
resorted to that new commercial policy which surpassed the 
previous drastic agrarian tariff policy by pushing duties into 
the background, the chief expedients of which were quotas, 
import licences, currency resrrictions, and partial monopolies. 
They no longer evinced agrarian protectionist tendencies only, 
but in many counrries showed in equal measure intentions to 

protect the balance of trade or policies of a purely political 
nature. This new trade policy compelled the traditional free
trade counrries like England. Belgium, and Holland, Denmark 
and Norway to adopt retaliatory measures. Its first effort was 
directed mainly against the imports of meat and dairy produce 
into indusrrial Europe. which were very quickly reduced in 
a similar mannex to the grain and sugar imports by 1931, in 
tlrls case, too, at the cost of excessive dearness of the articles 
in question in the counrries where their importation was 
barred.' 

As in tlrls more recent period of European agrarian policy 
only a secondary part has been assigned to tariffs in connection 

• See Considerations, pp. 29-30. 
• See Ibid., pp. 18-:01, 26-30. 



no TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

with the reduction of- imports, no useful purpose would be 
served in carrying the calculations of tariff levels beyond the 
year 1931. Nevertheless, the inquiries of Part Ill, which 
investigate the individual effects of the agrarian tariff policy 
here described upon the export situation of the various countries 
of Europe, will indicate the further devastations which must 
be laid to its account, by giving short summaries of the trend 
of foreign ttade relations during these years (1932-34). 

The ttade conditions first produced by high agrarian duties 
and then accentuated by more drastic measures have been 
concisely described by the American Senate Inquiry of 1933, 
which stated that "the restrictions to international trade 
upsurged in this period have been carried beyond any point 
ever before attained in modern peace times.» 1 

1 Trade BtnTieTs, p. 40. 



IV 

OUTLINES OF EUROPEAN INDUSTRIAL TARIFF 
POLICY AND DEVELOPMENT OF POTENTIAL 
INDUSTRIAL TARIFF LEVELS BETWEEN 1913 

AND 1931 

l'RBLlMlNARY REMARK: Indwtrial and Agrarian CmmtrieJ of Europe 
as MaTkets for Indwtrial Products 

IN connection with the following inquiry into the potential 
tariff levels of forty-four semi-manufactured goods of group B, 
and sixty-two manufactured goods of group C, of the A-list, 
and the changes in European industrial tariff policy during 
the period between 1913 and 1931, which will be carried out 
in the same way and in respect of the same countries as our 
inquiry into agrarian tariff policy, we must in the first place 
emphasize the special difficulties which the great complexity 
of industrial production presents to any tolerably representative 
exposition of the industrial tariff level of a country, even if the 
inquiry embraces only the more important products of the most 
important industrial classes of goods.' We shall therefore 
find it more difficult to compare changes in the imports of 
particular industrial goods with simultaneous important 
changes in the industria! tariff policy of the importing country 
than in the case of the imports of great agrarian standard 
products. Owing to the minute subdivision of indusqia! 
imports into many items, the changes of magnitude involved 
were so numerous that only special inquiries could take them 
into account and carry through useful comparisons of the effects 
of individual industria! duties with changes in imports. 

The tables in the text showing the magnitudes of the indus
trial imports of the countries are intended only to indicate the 
degree and the nature of their industrial import requirements, 

1 See pp. 52-53 of this book. 
III 
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as well as the importance of the countries as markets for indus
trial products. Wherever industrial imports were not evenly 
distributed among the different classes of goods, but were con
centrated upon a few large items, this has been duly emphasized. 

In our analysis of agrarian tariff policy and agrarian tariff 
levels we were primarily concerned with the development of 
the agrarian imports of the great industrial countries. The 
expectation that we shall be primarily concerned with agrarian 
Europe in analysing industrial tariff policy will not be fu1fi11ed. 
For, contrary to the conditions of European agrarian foreign 
trade, the same weight did not attach to the import of industrial 
goods by agrarian Border Europe as to the reciprocal exchange 
of industrial products ~ tM industrial ClJU7Itries of Central Europe 
themsehJes. 

Of total exports of industrial Europe averaging 32'2 Md. Mk. 
in 1909-13. 16'4 Md. (51%) constituted an exchange of goods 
among the countries of Central Europe, and only 3 Md. (9"3%) 
were taken by Border Europe. Of the post-War average 
1925-28 of total Central European exports of 48'7 Md. Rm. the 
share of the industrial countries amounted to 21'2 Md. (43 '5%), 
and that of Border Europe to 7'3 Md. (14"9%). It should be 
added that in post-War times the share of Border Europe con
siderably increased statistically owing to the changes of frontiers. 

Very similar conditions were to be found in connection with 
the secondary importance of Border European agrarian countries 
as buyers of wholly manufactured goods of Central European 
industrial-countries. Of total exports of these commodities by 
industrial Europe, amounting to 18 Md. M. in the year 
1913. Border Europe took only 1·63 Md. M. (9%). Of a 
total of 27'8 Md. Rm. in 1928 the proportion was only 3-8 
Md. (14%). while the exchange among the countries ofindus
trial Europe amounted in 1913 to 6-52 Md. M. (36%) and in 
1928 to 8-8 Md. Rm. (32%).' 

The industrial countries of Europe, therefore. both before 
and after the War. were much better customers to each other 

• See fur above figure, GaediJ:IIe. op. clt .. pp. 55-62. 
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than the agrarian countries of Border Europe. The investiga
tions. of Gaedicke and 'Don Eynem have clearly demonstrated 
this important fact in the economic integration of industrial 
Europe. 

If, nevertheless, great importance must be attached to the 
analysis of the industrial tari1f policy and the potential tari1f 
levels of the countries of agrarian Europe, this is due less to 
their actual purchasing power for the industrial products of 
Central Europe than to future developments. It is the question 
so vigorously discussed in all the industrial countries of the 
world, of the industrialization of the hitherto agrarian countries 
as a cause of growing and lasting difficulties of finding markets 
for the industrial exports of the old industrial countries and 
the great part which the industrial tari1f policy of agrarian 
states is called upon to play in this connection. 

In view therefore of the high degree of the integration of 
industrial production among the countries of Central Europe, 
their industrial tari1f policy between 1913 and 1931 remained of 
such great importance that in the following investigations we 
have fust of all described the conditions of industrial Europe, 
country by country, and then dealt with agrarian Europe. 

A. INDUSTRIAL (CENTRAL) EUROPE 
I. GERMANY' 

(See Tabk AI and All in Appendi%) 

Although, afteI Great Britain, Germany was Europe's 
greatest exporter of semi- and wholly-manufactured goods, she 
was at the same time, between 1913 and 1931, a very important 
customer for industrial products, particularly semi-manufac
tured goods. Table A shows the most important items of 
these industrial imports. ' 

The paramount position of semi-manufactured goods among 
Germany's industrial imports is clearly shown by the table. 

, Comp. outline of German industrial commercial policy by Prof. 
Rlipk., loco cit., pp. 24-39. 

B 
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TABLE A: GERMAN INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1913-31 

(In Mill. M., Rm. tmd %) 

1913 1927 1931 
Group Mill. %of Mill. % of Mill. %of 

M. 1.1. Rm. I.I. Rm. 1.1. 

Total Imports 10770 14%30 6730 
Of which: 

Finished goods 1370 100-0 2SZ, 100'0 1:>25 100'0 
Ofwhich: 

Yams . 323 23', 880 34'9 264 21'6 
Chemicals 201 14'7 160 6'4 Il2 9'1 
Semi-manufactured 

iron goods 49 3'6 2,8 10"2 Il3 9'2 
Machinery 86 6'3 144 ,'7 59 4'8 
Vehicles 47 3'4 Il4 4'5 22'4 1·8 
Tissues 169 12'4 316 12'5 161 13'1 
CIoIhing 167 12'2 253 10'0 98 8'0 

1.1. = Industrial Imports (" Fertigwareneinfuhr" of German 
Statistics). 

For figures for 1913 and 19%7 see Enqulu, u, p. 91; for 1931 see 
Star. Jahrlmchfiir d. dr. Rnch, 1932, pp. 176, 178. 

Finished goods, in the strict sense of the term, on the other hand 
occupied a more modest position} Raw materials and semi
manufactured goods comprised 63'5% of Germany's total 

1 The discussion of this table of German industrial imports pra
vides an oppommity to dmw attention to a difficulty whicl1 applies 
to all the following tables of a similar kind. The trade statistics of 
the various countries, from which the informative surveys of their 
industrial imports bave beeo taken, follow the division of the Brus.rds 
IntematW7ud Goods List of 1913, whicl1 does not separate so sbarply 
semi-finished from finished goods as we bave done in our A-list. 
By .. semi-finished" goods we mean goods tbat bave to undergo a 
further industrial process before they are tit for consumption or 
reproductive use. Consequently, the heading .. finished goods" in 
most of the tables comprises sucl1 semi-finished goods as yarn, partly 
woven fabrics, etc.., in addition to finished goods in the precise mean
ing of the term,. such as dresses, tools, motor-carss etc. For an 
understaoding of the import structure and the tari1f policy of a 
countty it is of great importance to separate these two groups as 
sbarpJy as possible. for whicl1 reason Gaedicke rightly attempts a 
more precise division into raw materials. semi-manufactured, and 
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imports in 1913--raw materials, of course, accounting for the 
major portion. Imports of finished goods in the exact sense 
were only 7'7%. For 1928, the corresponding figures were 

59'5% and 9,6%.1 
This siruation was distinctly indicated in the German indus

trial tariff of 1902, so far as it remained valid in 1913. The 
duties on highly manufactured goods were on the whole very 
low; in the case of semI-manufactured goods not so low as 
in that of finished goods, where Germany's superiority was 
greatest. In 1913 the potential tarifflevel of semI-manufactured 
goods amounted to 13-17'5%, and thus approximated to the 
height of duties upon semi-manufactured goods of the metal 
and chemical industries; whereas the semi-manufactured goods 
of the wood and paper industries and the mineral oils were 
taxed higher and the great classes of semi-manufactured 
textiles were taxed lower • Various goods in each class were 
taxed considerably higher, others lower, than the class averages 
indicated (see Table B, p. lI8). The duties on cotton tissues, 
cellulose, rolled iron, wrought-iron tubes and cast iron reached 
a considerable height. Among the chemicals numerous 
fertili2ers and dyes were on the free list. The potential tariff 
level of industrial finished goods in 1913 was 8'5-1I7%, and 
therefore very low. The tariff levels of the classes of textiles, 
glass, metal-ware, and machinery were somewhat higher, 
those of the classes of vehicles, apparatus, toys, and rubber 
tires somewhat lower than this general figure. Here, too, 
the duties on various goods in a number of classes exceeded the 
average figures very considerably (see Table C, p. 1I8). 

The post-War industrial tariff policy of Germany was 

manufactured goods (see GaMicke, Vol. of Tables, p. v), so that his 
figures for 1913, 1925. and 1928 differ from those of the Trade 
SIatistics, Unfortunately, equally accurate figures were not available 
fur 1927 and 193 t, and we must perfurce be content with figures 
relating to goods far too summarily described as .. finIshed goods:' 
For this reason Gaedicke'. figures fur 1913 and 1928 are often added 
in the teXt. 

1 Gtudicke, Vol. of Tables, p, 19. 
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influenced by events which happened in the first post-War 
years. While almost all the important agrarian duties had 
been removed during the War and the years which followed. 
up to 1925, the duty rates (fixed in paper Marks) of numerous 
industrial items were raised by a series of tariff revisions and 
decrees, chiefiy during the years 1922-23, in order to adjust 
tariff revenue and tariff protection to the falling value of the 
paper Mark. Out of 946 items of the German tariff, 277 
were wholly or partiaIly raised up to the end of 1923> and this 
number included only 46 agrarian (chiefly colonial produce and 
goods of relined consumption) against 231 industrial products.' 
When the Mark was SIabilized at its pre-War value in 1924-
these rates were not substantially reduced. Thus Germany, 
since 1925, possessed again not onlyan agrarian tariff but also an 
industrial tariff of a strongly protectionist chatacter with regard 
to many goods, the new rates of which were considered by 
Dr. Harms as often directly prohibitive. But these increases of 
duties, discreetly carried out, did not attract the attention they 
deserved in Germany, where public opinion was concenttated 
upon the struggle over the reintroduction of the agrarian 
duties that was raging at the time.' 

The tariff increases were generally moderate in the case of 
semi-finished goods. Tissues were particularly hard hit. 
Duties on fabrics, velvet, and plush were raised between 200-
500%. The rates on semi-manufactured textiles were raised 
on an average by 60%, while chemical duties were increased 
between 100-200%. For the whole of group B there was an 
average increase in duty rates during 1927 of between 20-50% 
compared with 1913. Yet, not only was Germany's potential 
tarifflevel for semi-finished goods, with 10'5-18'60/", very little 
above that of 1913 (abou,t 5%), but also those of the different 
classes, and only the height of the duties on mineral oils was 
far above the level of 1913. 

This is explained by the sharp upward trend in the prices 

1 Harms, op. cit., pp. 7Z"7S. and Appendices I and 11. 
t Ibid" op. cit., pp. 'P"l7. 
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of semi-finished goods, which amounted to an average of 42% 
for the forty-four semi-finished articles. The prices of 
textiles, cbemicals, wood. and paper materials had risen above, 
while those of metal goods were somewhat below this figure, 
prices of minetal oils being below even the level of 1913.1 

In the tariff of 1925 the taking over of the in1Iation rates of 
duties exerted a much sharper effect among the finished goods. 
Most heavily bit of all were the textiles, as the average increase 
in their duty rates, compared with 1913, amounted to 350-
400%. Various increases within this class far exceeded this 
figure, and reached as much as 800%. Notable, also, were the 
increases in the rates for glass and ceramics and for the vehicle 
class, in which one observes a 300-400% increase in auto
mobile duties. Very steep was the rise in the duty on watches, 
which represented 4~SO% of the rates of 1913.. The 
average increase in the rates of duties upon finished goods in 
group C amounted to 100-145%, and thus represented beIween 
two and two and a half times the pre-War rates .. 

Here, too, we can perceive the retardative effects upon the 
growth of the tariff level exerted by the upward trend of the 
prices of industrial finished goods, which amounted to an 
average of 21% compared with 1913; although the price level 
of the class of machinery was 60-76%, that of the class of paper 
goods and metal-wares 28-38% above the pre-War position, 
while that of the vehicles was 34% below it. 

Anyhow, the potential tariff level of group C rose in 1927 
to a height of 15'5-22'7%, and was thus 80-95% higher than 
in 1913 in one of the leading industrial countries, while the 
agrarian tariff level was only IS-3S% higher. Moreover, the 
classes most heavily bit by duty increases showed a greater rise 
than this average figure. Thus, the tariff level of the textile 
class reached 21-43%, which was equivillent to a growth of 
n0-200% compared with 1913, and that of the vehicles class, 
with 24-40%, reached 390-625% of the position of 1913. 

• See Index List of Prices of A-list in Appendix. 
• See """",pies of increases quoted by Harms, cp. <:it., App. VI. 
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TABLE B: DUTmS ON SEMI-MANUFACTURED 
GOODS IN GERMANY, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 
Good. 1913 19"7 1931 

Cotton yam, raw,. up to No. 50 I'I!-s'4 3'4-9'3 lI'o-I4'o 
RaWWOISted 1'5 "'4 3'6 
Bleached cotton piece-goods 20'0-49'0 9'9-49'5 13'0-65'0 
Cellulose , 34'4 :<4'0-36'4 19'0-33'0 
Wooden planks unpJaned, 10ft wood 13'3 12'5-16'1 17'2-23'0 
Cast iron , 16'4 13'2 17'3 
Rolled iron not furthet manu-

factuted 25'<>-50'0 26'Q-18'O 27'2-81'6 
Crude iron sheets 18'7-Z8'O 17'0-28'7 2:<'8-34'0 
Aluminium sheets 7'4 5'9 24'0 
Nitrogen 26'0 13'3 110'0 
Petrol 8'7-13'0 35'8 163'0 

TABLE C: DUTms ON MANUFACTURED GOODS IN 
GERMANY, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 
Goods 1913 19"7 1931 

Leather shoes , 6'1-9'1 7'5-16'0 10'3-51'0 
Hosiety (cotton) 22'4-56'0 28'2-100'0 26'2"'94'0 
Woollen clothing 6'7-20'0 4'9-18'7 6'2-25'2 
Artificial silk stockings 16'6 57'0-64'0 82'0-91'0 
Cotton suits , 9'6-:<4'0 32'3-II6'o 21'7""73'0 
Printing papet 2:<'4 18'0 24'0 
Polished sheet glass , 39'0 93'0 68'0 
Combustion engines 3'2-67'0 1'9-54'0 2'0-59'0 
Private cars 2'<>-5'5 30 '0-50'0 9'7-27'2 
Simple pocket watches 9'4 39'0 44'0 
Motor-tires 6'7 21'0-26'2 :<4'6-30'8 

Whereas the industrial tariff level rose sharply up to 1927, 
in contrast to the agrarian tariff level, which had been increased 
only slighdy compared with pre-War times, between 1927 and 
1931 German industrial tariff policy pursued an equally con
tIaIy course to German agrarian tariff policy, but in an opposite 
sense. Compared with the agrarian duties. which showed 
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sharp increases from 1929 onward, industrial duties, which were 
much more tied by commercial treaties, persisted up to 1931 
in a state of great stability. Of noteworthy increases of duty 
between 1927 and 1931 those relating to mineral oils, shoes, 
raw aluminium sheets, and nitrogen were all that need be 
mentioned, so that the changes which took place in the height 
of duties of 1931 compared with 1927 resulted mainly from 
falling prices. 

In 1931 the potential tariffIevel of group B rose to 19-27-8%, 
equivalent to 145-160% ofI913. The unprecedented height of 
duties on mineral oils (265-450%) was the result of a sharp fiill 
in prices combined with enormous increases in rates of duty .. 

The group of manufactured goods showed no appreciable 
change compared with 1927. The tariff level of the vehicle 
class fell from 24-40% in 1927 to 8-8-22% in 1931, a conse
quence of the progressive fiill in German motor-car duties 
since 1927. With a potential tariff level of 15-21-6% in 1931, 
group C remained practically unchanged compared with 1927. 

Surveying German industrial tariff policy in the post-WBI 
period as a whole, it must he called decidedly protectionist up 
to 1925, in view of the retention of the inflation duties on 
luxury articles, and particularly in the sphere of manufactured 
goods. Only a fraction of the group of goods a1fected by the 
increases deserved the description of "luxuries," while serni
manufactured goods, like cotton and woollen fabrics, rolled 
iron, aluminium wire, or finished goods like woven guments, 
clothing, shoes, porcelain, watches, motor-cars, etc_, were of 
great importance fur supplying the needs of a much latger 
section of the population than that of the wealthy class. 

Such increased protective duties were bound to raise the 
general price level of industrial productS in Germany, and as 
the German industry produced the protected goods in large 
quantities, it must be assumed that protectionist intentions 
were decisive • in retaining this tariff policy in 1924, which was 

1 Camp. ROpke, loc. cit., pp. 36-37, 59-
• See H-., op. cit., pp. 77-'18. 
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directed mainly against competitive foreign industries working 
with cheaper Iabour.' From 1925 onward, however, the 
course of Gennan industrial tariff policy was decidedly model
ate, and remained so, even after the outbreak of the world 
economic crisis, up till 1931." The large proportions of exports 
to total output of neady all Gennan industries and Gennany's 
cbaracteI as a leading exporter of manufactured goods, intent 
on avoiding any protectionist retaliation by foreign countries, 
explained this tariff policy. 

2. FRANCE 
(See Table AI for Frana in Appendix) 

Although. both before and after the War, and by virtue of 
the extent of her exports and imports of semi and wholly 
manufactured goods, France represented the second great 
industrial countty of the European continent, she was depen
dent for the supply of her industrial requirements upon an 
incomparably greater percentage of industrial imports than 
Gennany, especially for supplying the requirements of finished 
goods. This filet shows the fundamentally agrarian characteI 
of this country before 1914." In 1913 not less than 16-6% 
of her total imports comprised industrial finished goods (more 
than double the Gennan figure); among the 61-3% of the total . 
imports which comprised industrial raw materials and semi
manufactured goods were considerable quantities of the latter, 
although raw materials w~ the main constituents of this claSs, 
as in every industrial countty. 

After the War; industty expanded in France to a far greater 
extent than in any other industrial countty of Europe, with 
the result that the structure of French economy was profoundly 
changed and the composition of French imports was consider
ably altered. 

1 See EIIfJ'dk. D. p_ 324-
• Camp_ ~. loc. cit~ p. 33 • 
• See EIIfJ'dk. D, p. 9S. 
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TABLE A: FRENCH INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1913-31 
(I .. Mill. Frs. and %) 

1913 1927 
Group Mill. %of Mill. 

Frs. I.!. Frs. 

Total Imports 8420 53000 
Ofwhich: 

Manufactured goods 1660 lOO'q 5750 

Of which: 
Machinery and in-

struments . 320 19'3 1030 
Paper articles 94 5'7 450 
Tools, metal • 88 5'3 380 
Chemicals n.i .. n.t 780 
Ready-made furs 88 5'3 280 

1.1. =Industrial Imports. 
n.i. =no information. 

%of 
1.1. 

100-0 

18'0 
7"8 
6·6 

13'6 
4'9 

See Tabktm ghJITal, 1913, 1927, 1931. 

1931 
Mill. %of 
Prs. 1.1. 

42200 

9170 100'0 

1900 20·6 
S60 6'1 
740 g'l 

680 7'4 
320 3'5 

There was, in fact, a decline in the imports of industrial 
finished goods, owing to growing self-sufficiency, so that in 
19:z8 they dIOpped to II'9% of the total imports (a reduction 
of almost 30% compared with 1913), whereas the proportion 
of raw materials and semi-manufactuxed goods rose to 64'2% 
of the total imports, thanks to the demand of an expanding 
industry; 1 and the increased percentage of imports of indus
trial finished goods in 1931 is to be ascribed to temporary 
favouxable conditions.' Table A shows the amounts of some 
importsnt groups of imports: in particular the sharp rise in 
the imports of machinexy and metal-ware between 1913 and 
1931, which reflects the post-War industrialization of France. 

Prior to the War, France possessed the highest industrial 
tariff level of Central Europe. This old and firmly rooted 
protectionist feature of French economi!= policy was clearly 
manifested in the duties on semi-manufactured goods. The 
average of duties upon semi-manufactured textiles in 1913 
(between 13-62%) was exceptional. The wide margin 

• These figures are talten from Gaulicke, Vol. of Tables, p. 19. 
I Cf. p. 69 Of thi$ book, 
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between the minimum and maximum figures is explained by 
the unusually differentiated structure of the French tariff, "the 
most complicated in the world.» 1 Moreovez, the duties on 
cotton yarn and fabrics weze even far in excess of these figures 
(see Table B, p. 124). A high degree of protection was also 
granted to semi-manufactured metal goods, particularly to the 
heavy iron industry. The tariff level of class Bm fluctuated 
between 27'5% and 41%, many of its duties being in excess of 
the latter figure. By way of contrast, the average figures for 
paper and wood manufactures and chemicals (with the excep
tion of the very high aniline-dye duty) were low. The tariff 
level of the whole group Bin 1913 reached the unusual height 
of 16'5-34'3 %. Entirely outside this category were the revenue 
duties on mineral oils, with an average of 138-194%. 

French tariff policy before the War in respect of industrial 
finished goods was vezy moderate. In 1913 the potential 
tariff level of group C reached 13-20%. From this, howevez, 
the protective duties on textiles deviated considezably (tariff 
level of class er: 21-34%). Cotton hosiery and clothes were 
taxed still higher. On the other hand, the rMDaining classes 
of group C, with the exception of paper goods and metal
ware, were below this level. The duties on dynamos were 
notably heavy (see Table C, p. 124). 

As a result of the War, France experienced a great expansion 
of her heavy-irwi. industry, through the incorporation of 
Alsace-Lorraine, the strengthening of her cotton-spinning and 
her chemical industries, and, stimulated by the post-War 
evolution of French currency and capital market conditions 
(infiation and reparations), a lively development of her general 
industry, which was particularly marked in a numbez of typical 
post-War industries, such as the artificial-silk, the motor-car, 
the motor--tire, the paper, and the chemical industries.· 

It was the intention of French economic policy, after the 

, See Eichlwrn, ZolltariJ fiir Frankreich, p. 2. 
• See Dj, Wiruchtift tla Auslandu, pp. 65-80, hereafter cited u 

W.4..4., also Enquire, D, pp. 95-91. 
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slllbilization of the &.me in 1926-27, to replace the old tariff 
of 1910, which was awkwardly adapted to post-War conditions 
by the method of additional ~cients, by a tariff framed to 
com:spond to the post-War price level; the new duties were 
designed in particular to afford French industty more effective 
protection against the feared cont:IDTent:e allemande than the 
pre-War tariff. This new tariff, however, remained in the 
drafting stage, and its place was taken by the tariff stipulations 
of the commercial treaties of 1927-28 (with Germany, Belgium, 
Italy, and Switzerland). 

Between 1927 and 1931 they formed France's actual indus
trial tariff. No less than 1700 industrial items were affeaed 
by them, mostly by increases upon pre-War rates, although not 
to the extent intended by the French draft tariff.' 

This trend can clearly be seen in the figures of potential tariff 
levels, and is still more sharply outlined by a comparison of the 
absolute height of France's pre-War and post-War rates upon 
semi and wholly manufuctured articles. The rates of duty of 
group B were on the avexage 10-40% higher, for chemicals 
and metals up to so%, while the tariff level of group B, owing 
to the upward trend of prices, was only about 10% higher. 
In spite of the general increase in rates. the tariff levels of the 
classes of textiles. wood, paper. and chemical goods in group 
B were even slighdy below their figures of 1913; only semi
manufuctured metal goods. with 18-58%, showed in 1927 an 
increase of 40% compared with 1913. Various commodities 
again were marked by duties fiIr in excess of the avexage 
figures. The complete reveISe was the case with mineral oils, 
the duties of which declined to 3lH)3%-ie. to merely 30% 
of the level of 1913--in consequence of extensive reductions 
of their rates. . 

The post-War increase in duties on industrial products was 
more visible in the picture of the virtual French tariff level 
of finished goods. The level of group C rose to 21 '5-30%. and 
was thus So-70% higher than in 1913, whilst rates of duty on 

1 See Proiz, op. <it., p. 4, and W.d..4., p. 68. 
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finished goods in 1927 were on an average 80-140% higher 
than in 1913- The differences between the rates of the 
minimum and the maximum tariff of all classes were smalleI 
in 1927 than they were in 1913- MoreoVeI, the tariff level of 
each class was raised very much. Particularly sharp inaeases 
may be noted in a numbeI of cases_ The duties on vehicles 
rose to 230-350% of their 1913 level, metal goods to 250%. 
machinery to 200%, and only textile duties, in spite of heavy 
increases in rates, were somewhat 10Wel than in 1913, owing 
to a still greateI increase in prices. 

TABLE B: DUTmS ON SEMI-MANUFACTURED 
GOODS IN FRANCE, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 
Goods 1913 1\121 1931 

Raw cotton yam up to No, 50 3'7-413'0 4-9-130-0 6-9-18S'0 
Raw linen yam , 47-31'0 S'5~-o 97-80"0 
Bleached cotton fabrics , 11'3-173-0 13"""uS-O 17..,...180"0 
Pig iron lS'3 10-2-25'5 I2"O-2S'O 
Iron sheets not wmked • 23'4-40'0 9'S-30-o 9"""29-0 
Iron tubes not worked 2S-<>-43-0 25"""39-0 22"""34'5 
Iron wire , 49-0-17S-o SO'<>-4S°-o 52"""460-0 
Aniline dyes 20'S-36-S 1-8-6-0 2'2-7-0 
Cellulose 11·1-22*2 11'0-22"0 11"0-22·0 

TABLE C: DUTmS ON IMPORTANT FINISHED 
GOODS IN FRANCE, 1913-31 

(In % of Pric .. ) 
Goods 

Cotton hosiery , 
Silk and artificial silk stockings 
Silk nbbons _ 
Printing paper 
Colouzed porcelain 
Knitting machines , 
Dynamos 
Tool machinery 
Motor-cars _ 
Telephone apparatus 
Toys , 

45'Q-9O'O 
10·8-21·6 

6"1-9-9 
2S'3 
13'4 

7'8-13-0 
8-4-71-0 
7'4-u -o 
S's-n-o 
5-4-9'9 
26-S 

1\127 

47-0 
31~2'0 
39'S-5S-o 

34'0 
49-5 

16-6-412-0 
12-S-168-o 
S-0-26-2 

45-0 
1S-o 

39"""'S-0 

1931 

43-0 
44-0-88-0 
49-S~8'S 

45-0 
49-3 

15-5-79-0 
10'3-160"0 
S'2-27-o 
44-0-86-0 

18-0 
45..,...,0-0 
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In 1927 the French tariff levels of several classes of group C 
were much higher than those in 1913 and the respective 
German figuxes in 1927. 

Paper 
Metal goods 
Machinery • 
Toys and tires 

French 
Tariff Level 

% 
33'0 

17'5-2:1.'7 
12'<>-37'0 
23'<>-43'3 

German 
Tariff Level 

% 
12:"1 

O'5-I5'o 
3'7-I5'o 

14'5-17'0 

In connection with these significant increases, it is noteworthy 
that the duties to protect French industries of capital goods 
were disproportionately raised-industries, the expansion of 
which was especially marked after the War (heavy industries, 
engineering, motor-car, rubher tires, and printing-papex 
industries). 

Between 1927 and 1931 French industrial tariff policy 
remained stable because it was tied by commercial treaties 
with regard to about 70% of all rates. (The Franco-German 
commercial treaty of 1927 did not expire until I935.1) 

The increases recorded among nearly all classes of groups 
B and C were, as in the case of Germany, almost entirely the 
result of the downward trend in the prices of industrial goods, 
which assumed gIeater dimensions in 1931 owing to the world 
economic crisis, 

The tariff level for semi-manufilctured goods rose in 1931 
to 16'2-47'5% (=100-140% of 1913); that for- industrial 
finished goods to 23 '6-34'4% (= 175-185% of 1913). 

The year 1931 was the last in which duties were the chief 
instrument for regulating imports, The impossibility of 
raising the tied rates on the one hand" and on the other 
the firm determination to cut down drastically not only agrarian 
but also industrial imports, prompted the introduction of 
quotas even fur industrial imports at the beginning of 1932 in 
order to rectify the balance of trade and to protect French 

I Sce ,ona, cp. cit., pp. 141 and 143. 
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industries. By July of that year over IIOD industrial products 
were subjected to quotas.1 French industrial protectionism, 
already strongly marked in the height of industrial tariffs, had 
found in 1932 a new method by erecting barriers insurmount
able to the import of industrial goods. 

3. ITALY 
(Su Tables AI and. An/or Italy in Appendix) 

Pre-War Italy even more than France was mainly agri
cultural; yet it had an extensive foreign trade in industrial 
goods which made it the third greatest Continental market for 
and supplier of industrial raw materials and commodities. 
Its increasing industria1ization provided a substantial surplus of 
industrial imports over exports. 23'4% of Italy's total imports 
colIlprised industrial finished goods, while 19'1% comprised 
semi-manufactured goods. After the War Fascism pursued a 
policy of intensive industrialization. 

By 1927 the import of industrial finished goods had fiillen to 
16% of the total imports, i.e. it had declined by 30% compared 
with 1913. Although finished goods in 1931 were again 
20'8% of the total imports they failed to reach the pre-War 
proportion (see Table A)." 

Italy's pre-War duties on semi and wholly manufactured 
goods generally represented a lIIoderate tariff, which exhibited 
definitely protectionist tendencies for a few industries ouly. 
They were most marked in the heavy iron industries, as well as 
in certain branches of the paper, textile, and glass industries.' 

In 1913 the tariff level for group B reached 21-28%, textiles 
and chemicals, however, showiog lower figures; only semi
manufactured goods of the metal industries with a level of 

1 Se. account of French quota policy since 1931-32 in !<mU, 
op. clt., pp. 141-146. 

• Italian trade statistics separate raw materials, semi and wholly 
manufactured goods very carefully, which enables us to select only 
the inlportant figures. 

• See W.d.A., p. 175. 
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TABLE A: ITALIAN INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1913-31 
(In Mill. Lire and %) 

1913 19Z7 1931 

Group Mill. %of Mill. %0£ Mill. %0£ 
L. T,I. L. T.I, L. T,I, 

Total imports 3645 100'0 20375 100'0 I1645 100"0 
Of which: 

(a) Semi-manufactured 
goods • . . 700 19'1 4230 20'7 2465 20'4 

(b) Manufactured goods 852 23'4 3265 16'0 2410 20'8 

I.I, ( =a +b) 1552 42'S 7495 36'7 4875 41-2. 

U, = Industrial imports without indusnial raw materials. 
T,I.=Total Imports, 
See MarJimento Commercials, 1913, 1927, 1931. 

28-34%, and with even higher duties on single semi-manu
factured iron goods exceeded the average (see Table B, p. 128). 
The fiscal duties on mineral oils were also exceptionally high. 

The potential tariff level for finished goods being 12·6-
16'7%, was much lower than that for semi-manufactured goods, 
Thanks to heavier duties on hosiery, on cotton and wool, and 
particularly on silk and artificial silk goods (see Table C, 
p. uS), the tariff level of the class ottextiles, with IS'S-19'5%, 
exceeded this average. It was smpassed still more by that of 
class en (paper goods); most of all by the duties on glass and 
ceramic goods. 

On the other hand, the duties on metal goods were below 
the tariff level of group C; those of machinery and vehicles 
considerably below it. 

Very soon after coming into power, the Fascist Government 
applied itself to the comprehensive industrialization of Italy 
with the same energy that it directed to the intensive develop
ment of Italian agriculture. In contrast to the agxarian policy, 
tariffs played a decisive part in the furtherance of these aims, 
although the many other means at the disposal of Fascism for 
penetrating Italian economy were not neglected. 

In respect of all the classes in groups B and C rates had been 
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raised by the year 1927, in some instances so drastically as to 
bring about a sensational change in Italy's industrial tariff level 
of 1927, compared with 1913. The strongest degree of pr0-
tection was afforded to the great industries of capital goods: the 
chemical industry, the heavy metal industries, the engineering 
industries, as well as the automobile, paper, glass, and rubber 
industIies. Of industries engaged in producing consumer's 
goods, silk and artificial silk production was strongly protected. 

TABLE B: DUTmS ON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED GOODS IN ITALY, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 
Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Raw cotton yarn up to No, So 4'4-IS'O 3'3-34-0 S'3-54'O 
Raw artificial silk yarn Duty free 21'0 30-0 
Pig iron . 13'2 28-<>-41'0 33"<>-48-0 
Iron sheets not worked 29-S-4O'O 31-6-61-0 3°-0-58'0 
AlwniDium sheets not WOIked 25-0 24'0-40'0 60"0-92'0 
Nitrogen , Duty free 11'0 S6'O 
Sulphurated ammonia 16-5 19'5 108'0 . 
Aniline dyes Duty free 12'<>-45'0 14'4-54'0 
Petrol 57'0 uS'O 360'0 

TABLE C: DUTms ON IMPORT~ FINISHED 
GOODS IN ITALY, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 
Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Leather shoes 8-2 7-7-27-0 10-7-37-S 
Cotton hosiery 23'0-32'0 16-3-23'0 19-5-39-0 
Artificial silk stockings 20'0-24'0 46-5-'70'0 ? 
Printing paper 35-5 20'S 27-0 
Sheet glass , . 3S'o-s6-0 20'0-85'0 18'S-$0'0 
Wood-working machinery 6'9-12'2 24'5-'72-0 23'S~'O 
Dynamos 10'4-16'4 21'<>-43'0 20'<>-41'0 
Motorcars . 1'8-5'4 45'D-SS'O 137'0 
Radio apparatus ? U'4 102'0-125"0 
Motor-tires , 6'0 21'0 40'0 

? =the respective dutie& could not be ascertained. 
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On an average, rates for group B were raised by more than 
50-no% compared with 1913, in addition to which numerous 
goods, still on the free list in 1913, notably chemicals, became 
liable to new high duties (e.g. aniline dyes). Duty increases 
among the chemical group were higher still,' while some articles 
showed rises which were fourfold the rates of 1913. Taking 
1913 as loo, the rates for leather amounted to 300-600%, for 
pig iron to 280-440%, etc. In spite of the rising prices of 
industrial products, such a strengthening of protective barriers 
was bound to express itself in a higher tariff level so that, with 
a tariff level of 22-35% for semi-manufactured goods Italy had 
reached a figure 5-25% above that of 1913-

The great group of semi-manufactured metal goods rose 
to a much greater extent than is indicated by this average 
figure. Their duties reached the unprecedented average of 
38-63% (equal to 235-28S% of 1913). Further, the tariff 
level of chemicals rose to between two and three. times that 
of 1913, while the rise was least of all in the case of semi
manufactured textiles. 

Protected by these high tariff walls, certain industries of 
capital goods developed rapidly.' 

The tariff levels of finished goods also rose strongly. With 
an average increase of rates of IIS-185% for all goods of group 
C its tariff level rose to 22'2-34'S%- In other words, it in
creased by 7S-1OO% compared with 1913. Within this Iaxge 
group, however, the tariff levels of the single classes developed 
quite differently. Vehicles rose to 43-53% (equal to 800-
840% of 1913), machinery to Il'S-21'3% (180-28S% of 1913). 
Steam engines, dynamos, etc., were IaXed very heavily (see 
Table C, p. 128). Among textiles, sharp increases of duties 
on silk and artificial silk goods effected a rise in the class tariff 
level of 24-50% compared with 1913, while the level of metal 
goods rose by 44-100% • 

. 1 For reasons of principle., statistical indications of the average 
increase in rates are often impossible owing to the goods free of duty 
in 1913. See pp. 35-36 of this study. • See W.d.A.., pp. 1740 18S. 

I 
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Some of the protected branches of the industries of finished 
goods also expanded much, such as the automobile, the 
machinery, and the artificial silk industries. In 1927 the output 
of the machine-producing industry reached 240% of the output 
of 1913, while the production of artificial silk expanded by 
100% between 1926 and 1929.1 Average Italian imports of 
finished goods had declined by 32% between 1910-14 and 
1927.1 

In contrast to the stability of German and French industrial 
tariff policies, which were more fixed by treaties between 1927 
and 1931, Fascism continued to use high tariffs as a method 
of protection even after 1927. At the end of 1929 duties were 
raised afresh, especially on semi- and whoUy-manufactured 
goods of the linen, cotton, wool, chemical, and engineering 
trades. In 1930 there was a drastic increase in the motor-car 
duties, in 1931 fresh increases in the duties on products of the 
aluminium, nitrogen, radio, and telephone industries. In 
consequence of the English currency depreciation in September 
1931, a general 15% ad valorem duty was imposed upon all 
articles the rates of which were not tied or exempted by special 
decree. The result of all these measures, combined with the 
sharp fall in prices of industrial products in 1930-3 I, was a 
further raising of Italy's industrial tariff walls in the year 1931. 
The tariff level of group Breached 400-59% ( = 190-205% of 
1913) and all class levels likewise rose sharply. 

The most striking of them were the figures for semi-manu
factured metal goods, rising to 45-85% (= 160-255% of 1913), 
and for chemicals, rising to 44·5-59·5% (=485-585% ofx9t3). 

The new increases in the duties on semi-manufactured 
aluminium goods, on nitrogen and sulphurated ammonia, 
were plainly revealed here, in conjunction with the other duties 
which were already high. 

The tariff level of group C amounted to 34-50% (= 300% 
of 1913). The figures of some classes reached higher figures. 

1 See Enqulu, D, pp. 107-108. 
• W.<loA., p. 174. 
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At their head were vehicles, with a tariff level of 93-1II% 
(=1680-1820% of 1913), among which the sharply increased 
motor-car duties indicated the retaIiatory policy provoked by 
the very high new American Tariff of 1930.' The tariff levels 
of glass and ceramic with 42-5~I%, and toys and rubber tires 
with 33-5-58% likewise surpassed, although not in such 
marked degxee, the already high general figure of gIOuP C. 
while metal goods just reached it. The rest of the classes, on 
the other hand, remained considerably below it. Of 62 
manufactured articles, 38 were liable in 1931 to duties between 
1-30%, 13 to duties between 30-50%, and II to duties over 
50% (some over 100%)_ 

This tariff policy had already placed Italy in 1927 at the head 
of industrial protectionism among the great industrial countries 
of Europe. The increases imposed up to 1931, however, were 
so great that in this year Italy exceeded all industrial countries 
of Europe in the heigbt of her tariff walls. 

4- GREAT BRITAIN 

The introduction of duties on a whole series of industrial 
articles by England in War time and the immediate post-War 
period made it necessary, in our analysis of Europe's potential 
industrial tariffleve1s up to 1931, to devote some attention also 
to Great Britain, but, owing to the majority of the gIOups of 
semi- and wholly-manufactured goods remaining on the free 
list, it was impossible to compile tables of potential tariff levels 
similar to those for the other European countries. 

As the duties were usually ad fJalorem duties and remained 
stable, a short summary without comparisons between the 
various groups and years was sufficient.' 

Before the War Great Britain imposed no' duties on industrial 
goods. In 1915 financial reasons and considerations of the 
balance of trade prompted Mr Reginald McKenna, then 

• Camp. J\mes, loc. at., pp. 76-83. 
• Comp. H. Williams: Through Tariffs to Prosperity, especially 

Chaps. II and III. 
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Chancellor of the ExchequeI, to introduce ad f)alorem duties of 
33'3 % upon motor-cars. cycles, watches, musical instruments, 
and films. At the end of the War these duties were retained by 
various Conservative Cabinets, which were becoming more and 
more susceptible to the idea of a modemte tariff and the 
encouragement of Empire trade by means of preferential duties. 

With regard to a second group of goods, England's depen
dence upon German supplies, which was painfully felt during 
the War. prompted the levying of ad 'lJalorem duties of 33t% 
upon such articles. In the case of optical glasses and photo
graphic apparatus the rate was even 50%. By this protection, 
it was intended to develop native industries. 

These duties were to protect the key industries. so called 
because their products were declared to be vital for the indus
trial process as a whole and especially for England's readiness 
in case of war. All synthetic chemicals, scientific and electrical 
instruments and apparatus were affected. The import of dyes 
was prohibited for a period of ten years commencing from 1921 
and only permitted in an emergency by licence. 

The third great group of goods, upon which the Conservative 
Party demanded tariffs during the years 1923-25, were articles 
for which a Board of Trade Inquiry had established the existence 
of unfair competition or dumping. These duties were vigor
ously opposed by the Liberal and Labour Opposition after 
the Conservative victoty of 1924> but in the years 1925-28 
they were introduced for a whole series of industries. In 
1925 duties of 33'3% were imposed on 'silk and artificial silk 
stockings, on lace and embroidery, on gloves and cutlery, and 
also specific duties on silk and artificial silk yarns and tissues; 1 

in 1926 on packing paper (16'7%), in 1927 on ceramic goods 
(specific duties). in 1928 on enamel-ware and metal household 
goods (25%). The Dominions received a preference amount-

I Duties on silk yam in 1927 reached about 30%, on artificial silk 
78% ofth. value; those on silk and artificial silk fabrics about 34-41 %. 
In 1931 the duties on silk yam were about 50%, on artificial silk 100%, 
tissues 54-'76%. 
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ing to 33'3% of these rates. The introduction of duties on iron 
and steel was refused by Mr. Baldwin, in spire of the growing 
agitation of the trades concerned. 

The Labour Patty, which came to POWeI in 1929 undeI 
J. Ramsay MacDonald. announced the removal of these anti
dumping duties, but by 1931 owing to great budgetary diffi
culties, they had only abolished the duties on gloves, lace, and 
cutlery; for the revenue produced by the duties was mgently 
required. The extent of the ttades protected in post-War 
times by these duties is very considerable; they employed 
about 500,000 workers.' 

In contrast to the heavy pexmanent depression which hung 
OVeI England's unprotected basic industries (textiles, coaI, 
iron and steel, engineering, and shipbuilding), these ttades 
WeIe among her most thriving industries between 1919 and 
1931. The tariffs, by cutting imports, had secured them a 
far greateI share of the home market than fell to the lot of 
the staple industries.· This fact, together witli the rising 
movement of industrial protection in Europe and in the United 
States of America, ceItainIy contributed greatly to the victory 
of those forces in England in November 1931 which had been 
turning away from Free Trade since the beginning of the 
century (Chamberlain) and looking in the direction of closer 
Empire union by demanding the imposition of a moderate 
tariff. Finally, during the crisis of 1931, simultaneously with 
the departure from the Gold Standard, they achieved the 
introduction of protectionism, and at Ottawa in 1932 effected 
a marked fiscal severance of the Empire from the rest of 
the world. 

s. BELGIUM 
(See Table AI for Be1giwn in Appendix) 

Among the small countries of industrial Europe Belgium 
before and after the War was the greatest customer for indus
trial raw materials and semi-manufactured goods. With a 

1 WiUiams, op. elt., p. ISS. 
• W.doA" pp. 6, 23, 30-32. 
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high degree of industria1ization, still increasing after the War, 
and possessing important semi-manufacturing industries, which 
depended on exports, Belgium yet imported large quantities 
of industrial manufactured articles of every kind. Of the total 
imports of 1913 raw materials and semi-manufactured goods 
accounted for 64'5%, finished articles for II%. In 1928 the 
proportions were 60'5% and 18%; in 1931 they were even 
29'4% and 46%, according to Belgian trade statistics which 
included a number of semi-finished goods in the category of 
"finished goods." Belgium's supplementary industrial re
quirements have therefore tended to increase since the War, 
although comparisons were reudered difficult by Belgium's 
Customs Union with Luxembourg. Table A shows the 
magnitudes of Belgian industrial imports, without going into 
details. 

TABLE A: BELGIAN INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1913-31. 
(In Mill. F .... and %) 

1913 
Group Mill. 

Frs. 

Total Imports 4635 
Viz.: 

(a) Raw materials, 
semi-finished 2665 

(b) Finished goods 870 

I.I. =(a+b) 3535 

I.I. = IndWltrlal Imports. 
T.I. =Total Imports. 

%0£ 
T.I. 

100-0 

57"0 
1&'& 

75'8 

1927 
Mill, %of 
Frs. T.I. 

29040 100'0 

15280 52'7 
6600 23'& 

21880 7S'S 

1931 
Mill. %0£ 
Frs, T,I, 

24000 100"0 

11000 46'0 
7060 29'4 

ISo6o 75'4 

See Tableau ginlral du C01II1MTce de la Be/gique, 1913, 1927, 1931. 

• Owing to the importance of transit trade, the 1913 figures can 
not be compared with 1927 and 1931 (see p. 73 of this book). 
"Finished goods" of the Table are not identical with Gaedicke's 
classification. 

As in the case of agriculture, Belgium before the War pursued 
a definitely free-trade policy, with very low duties, even in 
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the case of industrial articles, With numerous articles in all 
classes of group B on the free list. its tariff level in 1913 
reached a height of 6'5-87%, at which level, and frequently 
below it, most articles were taxed. An exception to this rule 
was cotton tissues, which were heavily taxed (see Table B, 
below), The tariff level fur finished goods was somewhat 
higher, being 8'7-IO'Z%, but the duties on machinery, appara
tus, and vehicles were considerably lower than this figure would 
indicate, 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT INDUSTRIAL 
SEMI-FINISHED GOODS IN BELGIUM, 19I3-91 

(In % of Prices) 

Good. 1913 19z7 1931 

Raw cotton yam, up to No, 50 1'2-4-8 07-3-0 0'6-2-2 
Raw artificial silk yam Tax free 15'0-IS'0 IS-S-22'S 
Cotton tissues 9'4-40'0 6-9-20-0_ 9'0-26-0 
Pig iron - 2-4 1-0-1-5 x'2-1-7 
SulphUIated ammonia Tax free 60'0 IIO-O 

Even in the post~War period Belgium adhered to a moderate 
industrial tariff policy, although a number of characteristic 
exceptions deserve to be mentioned. The new tariff of 19Z4 
only moderately increased the duties on semi-manufactured 
goods compared with 1913.' so that the general tariff level of 
group B in 1927 rose only to 9'7-II%, while textiles and semi
finished metal goods even fell below their pre-War levels, 

The changes in the duties on finished goods were more 
considerable. Their general tariff level rose by about 40% 
to 8-3-14%. Within group C. however, a few classes were 
more strongly protected, and the goods in question were the 
products of industries which played a big part in Belgian 

, FiguIes mowing the raising of industrial duty rates in 1927 and 
1931 compared with 1913 could not be given owing to the large 
number of goods on the free list in 1913. which was much reduced 
in 19Z40 et seq. 
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economy, so that even in this free..ttade country there were 
symptoms of post-War industrial protection. 

The duties on machinery, for example, were raised by 180-
650% compared with 1913, so that the tariff level of their cIass 
rose to 7"4-15"3% (=180-530% of 1913)" In the case of 
meta1 goods the change from 13% ad fJalorem duties to specific 
duties after the War resulted in the class level rising to 906-
177% (= 160% of 1913). Leather, silk, and artificial silk 
goods, as well as some machines, were taxed above the average 
(see Table C). 

TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT INDUSTRIAL 
FINISHED GOODS IN BELGIUM, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 
Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Leather shoes 10"0 5"5-21"0 7"7-31"0 
Cotton hosiery . IS"O 18"0-30"0 16"0-:'7"0 
Artificial silk stockings IS~O 25'0 25'0 
Motors 1"4-<1"4 4"0-32"0 3"S-24"S 
Dynamos 0-8-4-8 5-3-24-7 5-1-24-0 
Private motor-cars 3-3-<1-8 7"8-17-4 12-8-28'4 

Between 1927 and 1931 Belgian industrial tariff policy 
remained fairly stable. The rise in the tariff levels of groups 
B and C was almost entirely due to the general fall in prices. 
Only the rise in the tariff level of mineral oils was to be ex
plained by increased fiscal duties combined with a heavy fall 
in the prices of the articles. But even with the 1931 figures 
(tariff level of group B. 15-16"1%; tariff level of group C, 
9"2-16"5%) Belgium showed striking moderation compared 
with the industrial tariff levels of other countries" 

6" SWITZERLAND 
(See Tables AI and Anf"" S",uzeriand in Appendix) 

In spite of the high development of some of her export 
industries and the vital importance of industty to the general 
economic structure, Switzerland is dependent in many spheres 
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of industrial production upon supplementary imports, and 
forms consequendy an important industrial market. In 1913 
39% of the total imports consisted of industrial raw materials 
and semi-finished goods, 28'2% of finished goods. In 1928 the 
corresponding figures were 41'1% and 30'6%.' Owing to the 
great prosperity of the population and the concentration of 
Swiss industrial production upon a few very important trades 
dependent on exports, the proportion of imports of finished 
goods, distributed over many different branches of production, 
was particularly high fur an industrial country, and the absolute 
amounts, ~ Table A shows, were very large in view of a 
population of 4'1 millions. 

TABLE A: SWISS INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1913-31 
(In Mill. Frs. and %) 

1913 1927 1931 
Group MilL %of Mill. %of Mill. %of 

Frs. T.r. Frs. T.I. .F .... T.I. 

Total Imports 1920 100'0 2565 100'0 .2250 100'0 
Viz.: 

(a) Raw materials. 685 35'3 893 34'8 680 3°'2 
(b) Manufactures 635 33'0 974 37'8 983 43'S 

I.I. =(a +b) • 1320 68'3 1867 72'S 1663 74'0 

T.r. =Total Imports. 
1.1. = Indusxrial Imports. 
See Statistik de. W .... """erkehr. Ikr Schweiz, 1913, 1927, 1931. 

The Swiss industrial tariff policy of pre-Wat times took 
account of this large supplementary requirement of industrial 
consumption by fixing very moderate rates of duty. The tariff 
level of group B amounted in 1913 to 6·4~·3%. Only cellulose, 
iron wile, and perfumes were taxed more heavily than these 
figures indicate (see Table B, p. 138). 

Industrial finished goods likewise showed a low general 
tariff level, 7·6-U·1% in 1913. A striking exception, how
ever, even in 19I3, were the duties on paper, glass, and ceramic, 

1 See Gaedicke, Vol. of Tables, p. 19. 
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which raised the tariff levels of their classes to 17'2-19% and 
12'4-23 %. The figures of nearly all the other class tarifflevels 
were below the general average. In only a few cases, e.g. 
upon paper, sheet glass, and iron domestic utensils, duties were 
levied in 1913 which considerably exceeded the average (see 
Table C, below). 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT INDUSTRIAL 
SEMI-FINISHED GOODS IN SWITZERLAND, 1913-31 

(In % of Prius) 
Goods • 1913 1927 1931 

Raw cotton yam, up to No, So 1'7-~'0 6·3-7·S 9"<>-10'8 
Bleached cotton tissues 12'8 15'0 21'S-30'S 
Cellulose . 33'4 60'0 53'S 
Crude aluminium 1'0 1'9 30'0 
Aluminium plate S·o 10'0 44'0 
Perfumes , 10'6-21'2 14'C>-28'o II'3-20'6 

TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT INDUSTRIAL 
FINISHED GOODS IN SWITZERLAND, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 

Good. 1913 1927 1931 

Leather shoes 3'7-O'S 8'6-17'2 Il'7-49'O 
Cotton hosiery 10'5 18'3 17'0 
Artificial silk stockings 6'7 20'1 29'0 
Printing paper 22'6 51'0 67'0 
Cement 24'2 36'6 38'6 
Sheet glass . 21'6-3S'O 26'7 31'0 
Iron household utensll. 4'2-21'0 8'4-33'0 10'C>-4O'o 
Private cars 4'4 10"<>-27'6 27'2-46'5 

The new Swiss tariff of 1921 inCleased on the average the 
rates of duty on semi-manufactured goodsc by no-140%. 
Consequently, the tariff level of all the goods in group B rose, 
and reached 9-8-13'1% in 1927 being 155-160% of the position 
in 1913. 

Considerably greater even than in the case of semi-finished 
goods was the rise in the Swiss post-War tariff level for indus-
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ttial finished goods. With duty rates increased by 150-200% 
it rose to 15'3-20%. a doubling of the pre-War position. 
Printing paper. cement. plate-glass, and motor-cars were 
taxed tar above the average (see Table C, p. 138). 

Swiss industtial tariff policy, limited in itsfreedom by trade 
agreements, met the WOtld economic crisis by raising duties 
considerably in a number of cases where Swiss industries 
competed with foreign products. This, combined with the 
general fall in prices during 193I, substantially raised the Swiss 
industtial tariff level. (Tariff level of group B in 1931: 
12'6-17'8%=95-2I5% of the level of 19I3.) 

With regard to finished goods most duty rates remained 
unchanged between 1927 and 1931; their general potential 
tariff level rose to 20'3-24% (=2I5-270% of 19I3). Very 
high were the duties on paper goods with a class tariff level of 
56% (=295-320% of I913) which assumed prohibitive pro
portions.' This was 8J.so true of vehicles and metal goods. 
The other class tariff levels remained below the general average 
and did not appreciably change. 

Although figures of the tariff level in Switzerlaod both in 
1927 and in 1931 showed high increases compared with 1913, 
they still remained relatively low in view of the very low 
starting-point of the pre-War level aod in view of the industtial 
tariff levels of most other states in Europe in 1931. From 
Table A it will be seen that the import of maoufactures in 
1931 was higher thao in 1927, so that the previous duty in
creases seem to have had very little effect. As, however, 
Switzerland in the year I931 was affected more aod more by 
the world economic crisis, in consequence of the worsening 
of the situation in middle Europe, especially in Germany aod 
Austria, aod was exposed to more severe competition, par
ticularly from German industty, while the chief markets of 
Switzerlaod in Europe and overseas were gradually closed, 
thanks to stIingent tariff or other protectionist measures, at 
the beginning of 1932 she proceeded to fix quotas for agrarian 

, See ReidUin, cp. cit., p. 44-
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and industrial imports, which by 1932 embraced about :zoo 
commodities" Thus Switzerland also made a fundamental 
change in her trade policy. which compels the student to 

devote his attention in the first place to the new methods of 
import restrictions. 

7. AUSTRIA (1913: AUSTRIA-HUNGARY) 
(See Table Al/ar Austria in Appendix) 

The dismemberment of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy 
in 1919 added two Slates to pIe-War industrial Europe. One 
of them, viz. Austria, by virtue of the great industries of finished 
goods in Vienna and the imPOrIant semi-manufacturing metal, 
wood, and paper industries, based upon the ore deposits of 
Styria and the timber wealth of the country, became an indus
trial country to a very large extent. On the other hand, by the 
new frontiers Austria lost impOrIant industries in Bohemia and 
GaIicia (formerly parts of the Dual Monarchy) for supplying 
her industrial requirements. 

TABLE A: AUSTRIAN INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1927-31 
(In Mill. SchiIl. and %) 

1927 1931 

Group Mill. %of Mill. %of 
Sch. T.I. Sch. T.I. 

Total Imports 3 19 0 100'0 2210 100·0 

Viz.: 
Finished goods IUS 39'0 1154 38'6 

T.I. =TotalImporxs. 
See Srarurik des auswiirtigm Hantkls Oesr...,eichs, 1927, 1931. 

Whereas only 23'4% of Austria-Hungary's imports (including 
the Monarchy's great agrarian areas) in 1913 were industrial 
finished goods, this percenlage had grown to 31'4% in the 
highly industrialized Austria of 1928.' These 1arge industrial 
requirements, combined with the great export dependence of 

1 See !/ones. op. cit., pp. 135-136 • 
• Gaedicke, Vol. of Tables, p. 19. 
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Austrian industries induced the Austrian Government tD 
follow a very moderate industrial tariff policy, in contrast tD 
the protectionist course of the Dual Monarchy. This policy 
became more protectionist after 1926 in reaction tD protectionist 
tendencies of the neighbouring countries.' The moderate 
tariff of 1924 was, between I926 and 1931, brought tD a slowly 
rising level by five tariff supplements with considerably higher 
duty rates, but these increases had only been partially put intD 
force by 1929 • 

. The tariff level of group B in 1927 was 13'4-17%, or about 
20-30% below the Austro-Hungarian level of 1913, and only 
in the case of the chemical duties exceeded'" the pre-War level 
by about 10%. The highest duties were imposed on the 
products of the heavy metal industries (tariff level of their 
class: 29"5%)" Printed cotton tissues, a number of seIni
finished iron goods, petrol, and peIfumes were taxed very high 
(see Table B), 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT SEMI-FINISHED 
GOODS IN AUSTRIA. 1927-31 
(1913: AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN DUTIES) 

(In % of Pricu) 
Goods . 1913 1927 1931 

Raw cotton yarn, up to No" so 3"6-8"5 3"7-8"7 5"2-12-'0 
Printed cotton tissues 31"0-80"0 24"8-S3"S 35"5-60-0 
Tinned sheets . SI"o-6o"O Tax free 32"<>-41"0 
Iron plates, not worked • 32"6-.p"0 2'8-16"8 16'6-26"0 
Perfumes 45"0 59"0 47"5 
Petrol • 45"0 51"0 97"0-138"0 

The general tariff level for finished goods was the same as in 
1913> but contained considerable differences in respect of 
some class levels. The rates of duties on textiles were increased 
by 35-50% compared with I913, and the tariff level of their 
class rose by 20-35%, A similar increase in duty rates had a 

• Camp. W.d.A", pp. 243-244. 
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greater effect in the case of the tariff level of the finished metal 
goods, which reached a height of:z5'6-43% (=150% ofI913). 
The duties on the goods of the remaining classes were lower 
than in 1913. 

TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT FINISHED 
GOODS IN AUSTRIA, 1921-31 

(In % of Prices) 
Goods 1913 I9Z7 1931 

Leather shoes 6"0-9'1 6-0-19'0 8'2-31"0 
Cotton hosiery 35"0-49'0 55'<>-74'5 76'5-u8-0 
Cotton gartneoIs ·131>-35"0 12'3-55'0 8'3~"O 
Artificial silk stockings 18-4 54'0 46'0 
Iron household utensils " 25'6-35"0 28'3 36'0 
Steam-engines 10'0-32'0 8'6-13"0 5-9-60-0 
Private motor-<:ars 7"1-17'5 40"0 36'4-74'0 
Watches 12·0 20-0 25'6 
Toys - 5'6-46'4 4-0-38'6 4'6-38-6 

Aus~ trade policy reacted to the world economic crisis 
by putting into force many of the duty increases specified in 
the Supplemental Tariffs of 16th July 1930 and 14th July 1931. 

With regard to semi-manufactured goods this had led by 
1931 to an appreciable raising of the tariff level to 18-23'2%, 
which was now well 5% .above the height of 1913. Note
worthy was the rise in the tariff level of semi-finished metal • 
goods to 30'5-37%. 

With regard to finished goods, the classes of the textiles, 
machinery, and vehicles were hard hit by new duties, so that. 
e.g., the tarifflevel of the class of finished textiles rose to 22'2-
36-6% (= 140-150% of 1913). 

The general tariff level of group C reached 21"5-34-2% in 
1931 and was thus 45% higher than the Austro-Hungarian 
level of 1913. With these changes between 1927 and 1931 
Austria too entered the ranks of the industrial protectionist 
countries of Europe as regards important industrial classes, 
contrary to her former policy, and contrary to the policy of other 
small industrial countries like BelgiUID and Switzerland. 
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8. CZECHOSLOVAKIA 
(S.., Table AI/'" Czechoslovakia in Appendi::) 

The second industtial state which. emerged from the Dual 
Monarchy in 1919. Czechoslovakia, inherited her industtial 
regions containing large deposits of raw materials, in addition 
to important agricultural areas. Consequently, the industtial 
supplemental requirements of semi- and wholly-manufactured 
goods were lower than in the case of Austria, but the proportion 
of raw materials (less the proportion of semi-manufactured 
goods classed under the same heading) required chiefly for the 
great Czech textile industries was much higher. In 1928 
finished goods in the more exact sense of the term accounted 
for 19.8% and raw materials and semi-manufactured goods 
for 58'2.% of the total imports.' Imports of semi- and wholly
manufactured goods were distributed over numerous items, 
without anyspecial class acbievingprominence, or any character
istic changes taking place between 192.7 and 1931. 

TABLE A: CZECH INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS. 192.7-31 
(In Mill. CrOfOltS and %) 

1927 193[ 

Group Mill. %01 Mill. %0£ 
Cr. T.I. Cr. T.!. 

Total Imports 18000 100"0 nSoo 100"0 
Viz.: 

(a) Raw materials.t semi-finished 
goods 8540 47'4 SOOO 42.'2 

(b) Finished goods 4940 27'4 4000 35'0 

1.1.=(a +b) 13480 
Viz.: 

74'8 9000 77'2. 

Cotton 2200 IZ'2 800 6'S 
Wool 1620 9'0 580 4'9 

T.I.=Total Imports. 
1.1. =IndustriaJ Imports. 
See Aussmlumik1 tier Cz. Republik. 1927-3[. Figures of industrial 

imports taken from Memorandum and Statistigua, n, in which im
portsnI semi-manufactured good. are included under the headiDg 
«Finished goods." 

, Gaediclu, Vol. of Tabks, p. 19. 
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In spite of the advanced stage of Czech industry, in spite 
of the importance of exports for her largest branches, Czecho
slovakia, in sharp contrast to Austria, pursued an industrial 
protectionist tariff policy from the outset. In 1927 the duty 
rates on semi-manufactured goods of group B were 60-70% 
higher on an average than the Austro-Hungarian of 1913. In 
1927 this was reflected in a still moderate growth in most of 
the Czech tariff levels for manufactured goods compared with 
the already high Austro-Hungarian levels of 1913. On the 
other hand, semi-finished wood and paper goods and mineral 
oils were taxed about 10-50% lower than in 1913; the general 
tariff level of group B amounted to 20-23'5% (about 5-10% 
higher than in 1913). Different goods in almost every class 
were taxed far in excess of the average figures (tissues, cellulose, 
and most semi-finished iron goods) (see Table B). 

TABLE B: CZECH DUTIES ON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED GOODS, 1927-31 

(1913: AUSTRo-HUNGARIAN DUTIES) 
(In % Df Pric .. ) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Raw cotton yam . 3-6-8-5 4"9-II"6 6"9-16"2 
Raw artificial silk yam Tax free 14"8 22"5 
Bleached cotton tissues~ up to 

500 gr. 7"1-247 10-5-42-0 14"0-56-0 
Woollen tissues 18-0-26-0 17"6-33"0 17"1-30-0 
Cellulose 35"0 39"0 35-0 
Csst iron 19'2 ~6"0 17-0 
Rolled iron . 51-0 46"5 53-0 
Iron sheets, not worked 51-0-60-0 46-<>-46"5 54"5-61-0 
Sulphurated ammonia _ Tax free 13"0 80"0 
Ammonia sulphur II-o 13"1 68"0 

The protectionist tendency of Czech industrial tariff policy 
was more marked in the sphere of finished goods. Duty rates 
were increased by 95-145% compared with 1913- In the 
case of metal goods, apparatus, and instruments the rise was 
as much as 160%. 
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Consequently the potential tariff level of group C rose more 
than that of group B, viz. by 75-90% to a height of 2-5"5-
46%. The class levelS of metal goods, vehicles, toys, and 
tires considerably exceeded tbis general figure, while the rise 
in the case of the remaining classes kept pace with them or 
lagged behind. The tariff level of the class of machinery 
(19'4-30%) rose least of all compared with the pre-Waz duties 
(about 23-38%). 

TABLE C: CZECH DUTIES ON IMPORTANT 
INDUSTRIAL FINISHED GOODS, 1927-31 

(1913: AlISTRo-HUNGARIAN DtITlES) 
(In % of Prices) 

Good. I9I3 1927 193I 

Cotton stockings 16'5-26'0 21'4-41'5 26-O-S1-0 
Cotton garments 13'6-35'0 18'0-80'0 18'1-55'0 
Woollen stockings 17"3-25'0 31-0-39'4 31'0-41'0 
Artificial silk stockings 18-4 90-0 128'0 
Printing paper 27"0-36'0 34-0 43'S 
Sheet glass 45-0-135'0 21-8-"]2-0 20-4-67'0 
Sewing machines 5-4 35-0 36-0 
Metal-working machines 16-3-20-0 51'0 52'0 
Private motor-cars 17-7 41'0-67-0 43-0 
Radio apparatus . 17':>-28-5 57-0 70'5 
Motor-tirea 10'0 20"1-27-6 20-0-44-5 

Protected by such high tariff walls the industrial tariff policy 
of Czechoslovakia, whose duties on industrial goods were 
frequently tied by trade agreements, underwent little change 
in 1922-29 and in the first two years of the economic crisis up 
to 1931. Noteworthy only were the increases in duties on 
the goods of the chemical and heavy metal industries. There 
were even a few abatements in the industry of finished silk 
goods and in the motor-car industry. The rise in the industrial 
taIifflevel of I931 was chiefly to be attributed to the fall in the 
industrial price level. (Tariff level of group B in 1931: 
26-8-32-2 % = 145% of 1913.) 

With regard to industrial finished goods, with the exception 
K 
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of reduced duties on a number of textiles and motor-cars, 
there was practically no change. The tariff level of group C 
rose to 29-44% (185-200% of 19131 nearly all class levels 
moving upward to the same extent. 

With these figures Czechoslovakia in 1931 exceeded all the 
industrial countries of Europe, with the exception of Italy. 
As, however, since the end of 1931 Czechoslovakia also prac
tised a strict system of exchange control and import licences, 
not only for agrarian but also for industrial importsl even the 
high figures of her tariff levels did not give the full measure 
of her protective policy. 

B. AGRARIAN (BORDER) EUROPE 
l'RELIMINARY REMARK: Dijfermces in tJu Industrial Reuptitnty uf tJu 

Agrarian Ctntntria uf Europe 
Of the eight foodstuff and raw material countries of Border 

Europe, whose industrial tariff policy and industrial tariff levels 
we have to consider, only three--Sweden, Spain, and Poland
imported annually semi- and wholly-manutactured goods and 
industrial raw materials to a value between fifty and one
hundred million pounds both befure and after the War. The 
remaining five-.Finland, Ronmania, HungaIy, Yugoslavia, and 
Bulgaria-never imported more than fifty million pounds 
worth. 

Although the proportion of industrial imports to the total 
imports of these countries, according to their agrarian character, 
was usually much greater than was the case with the countries of 
industrial Europe, owing to the considerably smaller obsoluU 
amounts of imports, their importance as actual import markets 
was small. 

Consequently, it was sufficient, when dealing with the 
smaller industrial markets of Europe, to indicate the devdop
ment of trade in general and to emphasize characteristic features 
of their industrial tariff policy, especially as the tables AI in the 
Appendix have been calculated for them with equal complete-

1 Sec Greiif. op. at., pp. 49> 57-59. 
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ness for the great markets and contain data which are not 
mentioned in the text. First the conditions of Sweden, 
Finland, and Poland, then those of the south-east countries of 
Europe, and finally those of Spain have been discussed. 

1. SWEDEN 
(S .. Table AI/or Sweden in Appendi:<) 

In spite of a number of highly developed and important 
expon industries (metal, wood, and paper industries, engineer
ing and electrical industries), based upon the wealth of ore and 
timber, pre-War Sweden was dependent upon considerable 
impons of semi- and wholly-manufactured articles. Of the 
total impons for 1913 raw materials and semi-manufactuIed 
goods accounted for 53'2%, while industrial finished goods 
constituted 24'8%. The great rise of Swedis~ prosperity, 
duriog and after the War, was responsible for the rise of the 
impons of industrial finished goods, so that in 1928 they 
comprised as much as 34% of the total impons, while raw 
materials and semi-manufacturiog goods comprised only 
41'3% of impons. In view of a population of only 6'14 
millions (1930) these impons were very large, distributed over 
all branches of industrial production (see Table A, p. 148). 

In consequence of the necessity of their high industrial 
impons Swedish tari1f policy before and after the War was 
very liberal. Notable exceptions were to be found in only a 
few branches of industry. 

The duties on industrial semi-manufactured goods were 
generally very low. Semi-finished wood and paper goods, as 
well as mineral oils, were on the free list. -Semi-finished textiles 
were seldom taxed mOre than 4-10%, and only cotton tissues 
had to pay duties far above the average (see Table B, p. 148). 
Important too were the considerably higher duties (17-32%) on 
almost all goods belonging to the industry of semi-finished iron 
goods which forms one of Sweden's important industries. 
This indicated some protectionist tendencies. The tari1f level 
of group B in 1913 was fairly high, being 22-28-6%, but was 
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calculated from the duties upon only twenty-three of its 
commodities, while twenty-one were on the free list. 

TABLE A: SWEDISH INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1913-31 
(In Mill. CTDflmS and %) 

I913 1927 I931 
Group Mill. %0£ Mill. %of Mill. %of 

Cr. T.I. Cr. T.!. Cr. T.I. 

Total Imports ICYJO 100'0 1599 100'0 1431 100'0 
Viz.: 

(a) Raw materials, semi-
manufactured articles 566 53"0 529 33'1 432 30"2 

(b) Wholly manufactured 
articles 264 24"5 665 41"6 7II 49"7 

1.1. =(a +b) . 830 77"S II94 74"7 II43 79"9 

T.I.=Total Imports. 
1.1. =Industrial Imports, including raw materials. 

As Swedish trade statistics did not divide goods into semi- and 
wholly-manufactured goods, the figures fur I913 were taken from 
G4ediclu, Vol. of Tables, p. 19> and for 1927 and 1931 from Statis
riques, 1 and lli. 

TABLE B: IMPORTANT DUTIES ON SEMI-FINISHED 
GOODS IN SWEDEN, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Raw cotton yam, up to No. 50 4"0-6"7 4"2'"'7"0 S'!Hl"9 
Bleached cotton tissues " 29"0-36"7 16"~22"S 22"<>-34"0 
Cast iron Tax free Tax free Tax free 
Rolled iron • I2 "7'"'70"0 II'~"O IS"2-38"0 
Iron sheetll, not worked 25"0-'1I"5 23"0-38"4 27"<>-45"0 
Perl'umes 98"0 58'0 31"3-47"0 

Finished goods were generally liable to moderate duties, 
although the general tariff level of group C, amounting to 
22"5-26'5%, was by no means low for pre-War conditions. 
The tariff levels of the most important classes, however, such as 
machinery, vehicles, textiles, and paper goods, were below this 
level, while those of the remaining classes of the metal goods 
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(16,6-31,6%1 toys and motor tires (45%), were considerably 
above it. A few high duties were above the average figures 
(see Table C). 

TABLE C: IMPORTANT DUTIES ON FINISHED 
GOODS, 1913-31 
(/ .. % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Leather shoes 17'fr227 13'4-37'2 Il'4-4S'6 
Cotton garments , 18'fr31"3 36-0-63"0 20'4-38'0 
Woollen garments 22'4-26'1 7'8-9'1 7'9-12'9 
Sheet glass , 40-0-00'0 21'5-31'0 29'fr36-4 
Tool machines S'1-20'4 3"<rIZ"O 3'1-5'6 
Dynamos 13'4-49'0 8'5-31"0 8'1-30'0 
Radio apparatus 29'0 14'1 17'3 
Private motor-can IS'" 15'0 15'0 

In the post-War period Sweden, in contIast to the industrial 
wiff policy of an European states, maintained nearly all hex 
pre-War rates of duties, which, in view of the trend of prices, 
signified a considerable lowering of her taIiff walls. Only in 
the year 1<)21 was there a notable increase in the duties on 
luxuries, which was strongly refiected in the taIiff level of 
finished textiles, as well as in the watch duties. 

The general taIiff level of group B fell to 14-8-21 '4% in 
1927, which was 67-75% of the position in 1913. 

The general level of group C fell to 18'7-23%, which was 
83-86% ofI913' 

The new Swedish Tariff of 1930 increased a number of 
duties on semi-finished industrial goods as well as on textiles 
and also inIposed new duties on commodities hitherto on the 
free list (silk and artificial silk yarn, mineral oils, and ammonia), 
while it reduced duties on a number of inIpoItant semi-finished 
iron goods but otherwise left duty rates unaltered. The taIiff 
level of group B, amounting to 17'2-18'7% in 1931, was even 
lower than in 1927. in spite of the fall in prices. TPis was a 
remarkable instance of liberal trade policy in the Europe of 
1931, 
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As regards finished goods the new Swedish Tariff raised 
duties sharply in the case of only a few metal goods, increasing 
the tariff level of their class to 13"3-33'7%. The remaining 
classes showed fairly uniform rises in their tariff levels, due 
to the fall in prices. The tariff level of group C rose in 1931 
to 21-26% and thus approximated to the level of 1913. Com
pared with the trend of events in the rest of Europe, Sweden 
displayed unusual stability and moderation in her tariff policy, 
even after the onset of the world economic crisis. A stronger 
industrial tariff protection did not gather force in Sweden 
until she left the gold standard in 1931, a step which operated 
as a new general ad 'DIllorem tariff against the gold countries; 
simultaneously, she raised the duties on numerous industrial 
products in the beginning of 1932, at the same time instituting 
exchange control for luxury imports.' 

2. FINLAND 
(See Table AI for Finland in Appendix) 

Finland, like Sweden, possesses vast forests and has a 
number of industries which use wood and paper as their raw 
materials. Owing to the high percentage of the population 
engaged in agriculture and forestry (1920: 65%)' and the 
absence of other important industries, Finland is largely 
dependent upon imports of manufactured goods. In 1913 
industrial finished goods accounted for 29'3 % of the total 
imports: 33'3% represented raw materials and semi-manu
factured goods. In 1928 the percentage of finished goods 
was as high as 38.8%, while raw materials and semi-manu
factured articles were 35'2%.· In Table A some of the most 
important groups of industrial imports are shown. 

Before the War, extensive import freedom existed f01' 
Russia, the chief supplier; therefore the industrial duties of 
1913, some of whiclI were vety high, were only of interest as 
comparative figures. 

1 Comp. Gr .. lf, op. cit., p. 48. • W.doA., p. 343 • 
• Gtwiiclu, Vol. Qj Tables, p. 19. 
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TABLE A: FINNISH INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1913-31 
(In Mill. Finnish Mk. and %) 

1913 1921 1931 
Group Mill. %of Mill. %of Mill. %of 

Fmk. T.I. Fmk. T.I. Fmk. T.I. 

Total Imports • . 495 (00'0 6390 100'0 3465 100'0 

Of which: 
Semi and wholly manuf8c-

tured metal goods 37 ,,.5 747 II'7 393 II'4 
Machinery, apparatus, tools 33 6.., 520 8'1 "SS 7"9 
Fabrics z6 5'" 407 6'4 "lZ 6-. 
Vehicles . ? 385 6'0 96 2-8 

T.I_ =Total Imports. 
Sec Finnish Trade St4tistics, 1913, '9"7, 1931. No classification 

into raw materials, semi and wholly manufactured goods is given. 

Finland's post-War industrial tariff policy was characterized 
by heavy duties on luxmy goods and those of certain industries. 
With regard to others considerable reductions of pre-War 
duties were made. 

Within the group of semi-manufactured goods, with a 
tariff level of 19-4-21% in 1927, textile and meml goods and 
chemicals were taxed lightly, while semi-manufactured wood 
and paper goods were admitted free. An exception were the 
duties on cotton and woollen tissues and heavy duties on iron 
goods (see Table B). 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED GOODS IN FINLAND, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 
Good. 1913 1927 1931 

Upper leather 3-3 3-<>-3-9 9-6-"3-0 
Raw cotton yarn, up to No. SO II-o 5-8-8-0 9-3-13-0 
Raw aztificia1 silk yarn 5'7 85-0 113-0 
Bleached cotton tissues 47'0 9-6-38-0 16-0-112'0 
Woollen tissue., weighing up 

to 500 gI. 53-4-80-0 8-9-19-8 "1'6-46-0 
Rolled iron 2$'0 21'2-82'2 21-6-82'8 
Perfumes 94-0 130-0-195-0 103'0-154'0 
Iron .heeIs, not worked ,,8-0-3S'0 I7-Q-41'0 20-<>-48-0 
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For finished goods, with a tariff level of 15-5-20-1%, pr0-

tection was strongest among the textile class (26-4-38%); 
leather goods and particularly the products of the silk and 
artificial silk industries, also of the glass and porcelain industries, 
had very high duties too. The tariff levels of the remaining 
classes, on the other hand, were very low. 

TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT INDUSTRIAL 
FINISHED GOODS IN FINLAND, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1917 1931 

Leather shoes :>3':> 7'ChJS'O 35'0-&7-0 
Cotton clothes 24-0-50'0 6:>-0-190'0 64-0-152 -0 
Artificial silk stockings 2"'0 46'0 80-0 
Sheet glass "°4-0 ,,6-00-46 -0 27-0-43'0 
Dynamos 9-5-40-0 16-0-30-0 7-5-)0'0 
Motor-cars 0-5-:>-5 8-7 14-0-,,8-0 
Pianos 13-0 "5-7 38-4 
Toys 52-0 360-0 410-0 

The Finnish industrial tariff, which was revised annually 
and accorded rebates from the rates of duty to Finland's 
customers as provided in the commercial treaties, but did not 
fix the absolute height of rates, changed mainly by numerous 
increases in textile duties. The duties were also raised in 
respect of a number of other industries. The tariff level of 
semi-manufactured goods rose but slightly in 1931 to 19'7-
23'5%, although that of semi-manufactured textiles changed 
much more than the general level, rising to 21-8-29-4%, and 
exceeding the pre-War level by 15-25%. 

The tariff level of the goods in group C in 1931 was 19-1-
26-3% (=4O-S0% of the pre-War level). The rise in the 
levels of all classes compared with 1927 was caused by the fidl 
in prices, with one important exception: on textile goods 
Finland raised almost every duty in 1931, which made them 
85-105% higher than the already heavy duties of 1913. Conse-
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quently, the tariif level of this class rose from 26'4-38% in 
1927 to 3!r58% in 1931 (nearly 200% of 1913). 

The figures of most other classes of group C remained quite 
moderate in 1931, and the character of Finland's industrial 
tariif underwent no fundamental change through the modifica
tions effected up to 1931. 

3, POLAND (1913: RUSSIA) 
(Su Table AI/OT Poland in Appendix) 

Poland, the largest of the post-War states ofEastem Europe, 
remained faithful during the whole post-War period, to the 
exceptionally high Russian industrial tariif protection of pre
War times, within the shadow of which in the first line the 
Russian iron and metal industries, had developed quickly" 
In spite of the large proportion of her population engaged in 
agriculture and foresny (1921: 64% of the total population, 
against only 15% engaged in indusny and handicraft),' Poland 
ainIed deliberately at industrialization and the reduction of 
industrial imports. From Russian times she bad inherited 
some big industries, while great natur.ll resoUIces are within 
her boundaries (timber, ore, mineral oil, and coal deposits). 
This protectionist policy has been partly successful (see Table 
B, p. IS4),although, as Table A shows, the imports of industrial 
finished goods remained high in relation to total imports. 

The Polish Tariff of 1924 (revisions included up to 1927), 
with its more than 2500 items and sub-items, formed one of 
the most complicated post-War tariffs. Although its tates 
were lower than the very high Russian pre-War tates, yet 
Polish industrial duties 'lJJl!re among the highest in Errrope. Some 
industries were protected by especially high duties, compared 
with which those of other branches of production remained 
comparatively low. 

With a tariif level of group B of 28% excluding, and 35'5-
43'5% including. the minera1 oil duties, it was mainly the 

1 Enqulte, n, p. I IO~ 
• W.tl.A., p. 426. 
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industries of semi-manufactured textile, metal, and chemical 
goods that received the strongest protection.' 

TABLE A: POLISH INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 192']-31 
(In Mill. Zlotys and %) 

1927 '931 
Group Mill. %0£ Mill. %0£ 

ZL T.I. ZI. T.L 

Total Imports 2690 100'0 1470 100-0 
Of which: 

(a) Raw materials, semi-manu-
factured goods 1140 39'4 590 40-0 

(b) Manufactured goods II30 39'0 684 46'S 

I.I.=(a+b) . 22']0 78'4 1273 86'S 

T.I. =Total Imports. 
1.1. = Industrial Imports. 

See Annuair. flu """"'14"" extlrieur, 19"7, 1931; Cb) also includes 
a number of semi-manufactured goods. 

TABLE B: IMPORTS OF SOME GROUPS OF IN
DUSTRIAL GOODS INTO POLAND, 192']-31 

(In Mill, Zlotys) 

Group 1927 '931 

Yams 
Made-up .textile goods 
Semi and wholly manufactured metal goods 
Machinery 
Elecnic machinery , 

107'0 
"S'" 186'0 

206'0 

91 '0 

58-0 
11'0 

109'0 
8S'0 
65'0 

See Polish Trade Statistia and Camm<ree Yearbook, I928, p. 52S; 
1932, p, 20S· 

Already in 1927 the high tariff level of semi-manufilctured 
goods was supplemented by a much higher tariff level of 

, It should be bom~ in mind that tbese heavy protectionist duties 
on semi-manufactured goods might also be absted fur protectionist 
purposes, As soon as it was apparent that semi-manufactured goods 
were intended to be imported in order to be manufactured into 
finished export goods, tbe Polish tariff granted abotements from the 
rates in force. This is a typical example of tbe post-War industrial 
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finished goods. This amounted to 41"7-69'5%, and was 
lower than the Russian level of 1913 only by 15%. Here. too. 
the heavy duties upon the goods of a few industries explained 
its height. First the duties on textile finished goods (see 
Table D, p. 156) which brought the class level up to 78-96%. 
or 82-105 % abO'/Je the Russian level, and further the duties on 
metal and glass goods. V cry high, too, in met, the highest in 
EUlOPe, were the duties on apparatus and instruments, with a 
class tariff level of 60-67%, and on machinery. with 20'4-
46.6%. The duty on toys, amounting to 970-1290% defied 
comparison so completely that we had to ignore it in calculating 
the average. 

TABLE C: DUTIES UPON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED GOODS IN POLAND, 1927-31 

(1913: RUSSIAN DUTIES) 
(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Rsw cctton yam, up to No. So 32'6-44'0 19'0-23'4 22'5-28'0 
Rsw artificial silk yam . 64'0 IIS'O ,146'0 
Bleached cotton tissues • 43'0-165'0 22'3-100'0 29'0-133'0 
Bleached woollen tissues 47'iHi3'O 35'0-60'0 42'00-71'0 
Foundry iron 90'0 86'0 103'0 
Rsw aluminium . 52'5 77'0 9°'0 
Refined petroleum * 376-0 I20'O 870'0 
SulphUIated ammonia 44'0 37'0 105'0 

• In view of the importance of the Polish oil industry, oil duties too 
in Poland have a protectionist cbaracter. 

Of 62 finished goods in group C not . less than 21 had to 
pay duties of more than 50%. From 1924-2.7 this drastic 
tariff policy had reduced the proportion of finished goods to 

protectionism of the agrarian countries of Europe, which employed 
all means to promote industrialization and even hqore the world 
economic crisis resoned to fresh methods which cannot be discovered 
metely by an inquily into tariff levels. See, e.g., Polish Order on 
abatement of duties on glass bars and hoop iron in HoA., 193I. 
pp. 788-789. 
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the total imports from SI % to 39%.1 Under the shelter of the 
extreme watch duties, an entirely new watch-making industry 
developed in Poland, which became a serious competitor to 
Switzerland. Duties on tissues favoured the development of 
Polish weaving and supplanted the German supplier." 

TABLE D: DUnES ON IMPORTANT MANUFACTURED 
GOODS IN POLAND, 1927-31 

(1913: RUSSIAN DImEs) 
(In % of Pri£es) 

Good. 1913 1927 1931 

Leather shoes . 41'0 13-0-78-0 17-~'0 
Cotton stockings :z:z-o 37'0 43-0 
Cotton clothes 95-0 110'0 I02~O 

Woollen hosiery 47'0 53'0 64-0 
Artificial silk stockings . 25'0 210'0 300'0 
Iron, etc., household 

articles 17'0-47'1 13'5-67'5 16'5-8:0'5 
Looms , , 29'0-114'0 25'<>-47-0 .. 6'<>-47'5 
Internal combustion engines 38'0 12'8-71-0 17-6-'Tl'0 
Motor-cars . 2'4-5-3 Ilh-46-S 31'0-']8-0 
Radio apparatus .20'0 73'S 91'0 
Inexpensive watches 82-0 150-0 194'0 
Toys 1°3'0 970'<>-17.90'0 IIOO'<>-1470-0 

Between 1927 and 1931, and especially since the beginning 
of the world economic crisis, Poland further raised the auton
omous duties upon many industrial products, although tariff 
conventions prevented the majority of these increases from 
becoming effective until 1931; therefore the further rise in the 
Polish tariff level during 1931 was rather due to the fall in 
prices. The tariff level of group B rose in 1931 to 34-46% 
(excluding duties on petroleum). Because of the high starting
point of 1927, all the rises in the tariff levels, even when 
specific duties remained unchanged, were bound to be high 
as soon as prices began to fall. 

The same applied to the duties upon finished goods in 1931. 

1 See W_d.A., pp. 435, 437. 
• See J<mU. op. clt., pp. u7-u8, and Enquire, n, pp. 2H, 218. 
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Although the general tariff level here, compared with 1927, 
fell to 43-61'5'}'0> this was only due to the much reduced 
duties upon g1ass and ceramic wares. The tariff levels of all 
the other classes, on the other hand, rose in 1931 according to 
the magnitude of the fall in prices of their goods (with excep
tion of the machinery class). 

Tables A and B clearly show the extent of the decline of 
Polish impoIts in 1931. Nevertheless, at the commencement 
of the year 1932, Poland resorted to a much more rigorous 
policy. The import of more than two hundred commodities 
(both agrarian and industrial) was prohibited.' This measure 
limits the practical value of any analysis of Polish tariff policy 
during the period of prohibition. 

4. ROUMANIA 
(See Table Al/or Roumania in Appendix) 

With the discussion of Roumanian industrial tariff policy 
we start our description of those agrarian countries of South
Eastern Europe which even before the War pursued a policy 
of strong industrial protection, although they had an almost 
completely agrarian structure and depended on large imports 
to cover their industrial requirements. By virtue of her gteat 
natural resources in mineral oils, ore, timber and other raw 
materials, and the important industries based upon the ex
ploitation of these resources, Roumania was the most indus
trialized of this group of countries. Special caution, however, 
should be observed in any comparison between pre-War and. 
post-War Roumania, as the Peace Treaties of 1919 in reality 
formed a new State bearing an old name. This can be inferred 
from the one fact that Roumania had 7'2 million inhabitants in 
1912, but 17'7 million inhabitants in 1927 .• 

In 1913 no less than 67'1% of the total imports were finished 
goods, 24'6% being raw materials and semi-manufactured 

I See GreijJ, cp. cit., p. 84 • 
• c-.. YearbDDk, 1928, p. 535. 
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goods. while in 192& the corresponding figures were 65'7% 
and 24'9%.' It was noteworthy that even if the League of 
Nations Statistics were used, which were wide enough to 
include a number of semi-manufactured goods under the 
heading "finished goods." the proportion of finished goods 
to Roumanjan total imports in 1931 fell to 60'7%, while raw 
materials and semi-manufactuxed axtic1es rose to 2&·8%.' 

TABLE A: ROUMANIAN INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 
1913-31 t 

(In Mill. Lei and %) 

1913 '9Z7 1931 
Group Mill. %of Mill. %of Mill. %0£ 

L. T.I. L T.I. L T.I. 

Total Imports 590 100'0 33900 100'0 15800 100'0 
Of which: 

Semi and wholly manu-
factuIed metal pro-
ducts 173 29'3 5800 17'1 3100 19'6 

Te:xtiles· . 98 16'5 13700 40'0 S5S3 35'0 
Machinery • 59 10'0 3200 9'4 1650 10'4 
Paper, paper goods 7'4 1'2 540 1'6 370 2'3 

T.!. =Total Imports. 
* Both te:xtile raw materials and semi and wholly manufactured 

articles. 
t See Comertul tll Rom;m;';, 1913, 1927, 1931. No classification 

into raw materials, semi and wholly manufactured goods. 

With a tarifflevel of26-6-33'6% for group B before the War, 
Roumanian protection was concentrated less upon all semi
manufacturing industries than upon certain imPOItant branches. 
Among the generally moderate duties on semi-manufactured 
textile goods it was chiefly tissues; among the very high-class 
tariff level of semi-manufactured wood and paper goods it was 
cellulose which was most heavily taxed. The tariff level of 
class Bm was also low; iron sheets and wire, however, were 
subjected to high duties. 

1 Gtudick4. Vol. of Tablu, p. 19. • Slatistiguu, m. 
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TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED GOODS IN ROUMANIA, 1913-31 

(In % of Pri&es) 

Goods 1913 1927 I93I 

Raw cotton yarn, up to No" 50 1-2 1-3 17 
Raw artificial silk yam - 24-2 22'8 81'0 
Upper leather 8'9 13'6-22'5 15'3-56'5 
Bleached cotton tissues _ 12'3-26'0 20"4-98'0 17'2-173'0 
Wood pulp _ no-o 43"0-298-0 38'0 
Cellulose 27"6-35'0 43'0-62'0 67-0-96'0 
Rolled iron • g-l 57-0 23'5-88'0 
T-U-Xiron 22-0 66'0 87'0 
Perfumes 27-0 54'0-175-0 70'0-350-0 

The tariff level of industrial finished goods in 1913 was 
lower than that of semi-manufilctured articles; It amounted 
to 22'5-28'5%_ The classes of machinery, of apparatus and 
vehicles were generally taxed more lightly than this general 
average, but even in 1913 the protection accorded to the paper 
industry, as well as to glass goods and cement, was notably 
strong, while among textiles the products of the industry of 
made-up articles and silk and artificial silk products were taxed 
far above the average figure (see Table C)-

TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT MANUFACTURED 
GOODS IN ROUMANIA, 19I3-31 

(In % of Pri&es) 

Good. 1913 , 1927 I931 

Leather shoes 41"0-64'0 3"'5-129'0 45'0-180'0 
Cotton clothes 12'8-58'0 69'o-s65'0 87"0-925'0 
Artificial silk stockings 41'0 52'0 610-0 
Printing paper 85-0 54"0-64'0 82'0-125-0 
Cement 48-0 180'0 110'0 
Common household utensils 9'1-43'0 9'9-86'0 14'8-95-0 
Tool machines 4'4-8'8 2~'I 2'4-12'0 
Radio apparatUS 11'0 192'0 84'0-135'0 
Locomotives 48"0-56-0 31'2-36'4 4"0-47-0 
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Roumania's post-War policy is characterized by industrial 
protection of the most drastic kind, designed to stimulate the 
development of systematically selected industries, and by a 
rise of all rates, sometimes only fOl fiscal reasons. Upori. semi
manufactured articles the tariff of 1927 imposed rates on an 
average 60-110% higher than in 1913, resulting in a general 
tariff level 25% higher than 1913, which amounted to 20·8-
44-5% including petroleum duties.' The cotton and woollen 
weaving trades, the leather production, the paper and iron 
semi-manufacturing trades were hardest hit by the new 
duties. 

The increase in Roumanian duties on finished goods was 
very remarkable in comparison with 1913_ The tariff level, 
with average increases of the rates between 270 and 360%, 
rose to 165-210% of the pre-WarJevel, reaching an average of 
36-8-60-3%- The figures of the classes of machinery and 
vehicles, however, remained practically unchanged, while those 
of the paper goods feIl from their high level of 1913 to 46-53%, 
but all the rest of the classes were heavily taxed, the duties in a 
number of cases being prohibitive, as, fOl example, the textile 
class with a tariff level of 70-163%, equal to 475-600% of 
1913. It was chiefly the finer textile goods (silk and artificial 
silk and linen), liable to duties often over 100%, which con
tributed to the attainment of this figure, with the consequence 
that Roumania had the highest textile duties in Europe_ 

Further, the duties on cement, glass and metal finished goods 
and electrical apparatus showed huge increases. In some 
trades this tariff policy led to the expansion of home production 
at very high prices, as in the paper and textile trades, also in 
the semi-manufacturing metal trades." In Roumania, too, 
duties formed only a part of a system of industrial protection, 
which ever since the "Act to encourage the home industry" 

1 In view of Roumania's important oil industry, petroleum duties 
must, as in the case of Poland~ be taken into account in analysing 
Roumania's industrial protection. 

• See W.<I..4., pp_ 310-311. 



EUROPEAN INDUSTRIAL TARIFF POLICY 161 

passed in 1912 stimulated the development of Roumanian 
industry by the use of many different methods (taX teliefs for 
new enterprises up to twentY and thirty years, 10weI railway 
mes, etc.). Big rebates were allowed from excessive duties 
whenevex it was required to import goods for the purpose of 
starting industries not already existing in Roumania.1 

In 1929 Roumania introduced a new tariff, which came into 
force in 1930, and, with its more than 1800 items, may rank. 
like the Polish, among the most complicated in Europe. As 
regards the semi-manufactured goods there were fresh increases 
in the duties on practically every article. Owing to the down
ward trend of prices, such increases raised the tariff level of 
group B considerably and brought it up to 37-53'5% in 1931, 
which was equal to 1400-165% of 1913. 

In contrast to this tendency the new tariff lowered the rates 
on most manufactured articles, which was, howeveI, counter
acted by the fall in prices to such an extent tmt the tariff level 
of group C still rose somewhat compared with 1927, viz. to 
40·4~·5%. Among textiles new increases of the duties upon 
the classes of cotton, woollen, silk and artificial silk goods, in 
contrast to sharp reductions in the classes of g1ass and ceramic 
goods, machinery and apparatus, resulted in raising the class 
tariff level to the unprecedented height of II00-232%, an 
important part being played by the exceptional duties on 
silk and artificial silk. It was thexefore not surprising that the 
import of textile manufactures declined from 27'1 % of the total 
imports in 1927 to 12'7% in 1931.' 

Thus the policy of drastic agrarian protection pursued 
by European industrial countries since the outbreak of 
the world economic crisis encountered in 1931 prohibitive 
tariffs on a numbeI of groups of manufactures in the 
biggest agrarian and raw material country of South-Eastexn 
Europe. 

1 Text of law in HoA., 1913, pp. 257-:>65; 1927, p. 1660; and 
W.d.A., p. 306. 

• Camp. M....",.. and St4tUr., 11. 
L 
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s. HUNGARY 
(See Table AI/or Hungary in Appendix) 

Hungary, the third of the Danubian Succession States. 
constituted by the Treaty of Ttianon in 1919. was a pre
pondeIantly agrarian countty with a large grain surplus. 
Although without any important industrial raw materili1s, she 
possessed some impottant industries in het capital of Budapest, 
and het few othet big cities: food manufacturing, metal 
industries, engineering. These industries, which existed 
already in pre-War times. were organized to serve a much 
larget economi,c area than the restricted tetritory of the new 
State of 1919. In tirdet to maintain these industries. and even 
to establish new ones. despite the limited home market, Hun
gatian economic policy during the whole post-War period has 
been of a definitely protectionist characteI so far as industty 
is concexned, and tariffs have been ruthlessly employed for 
this purpose as well as many othet devices. From Table A 
it will be seen that this policy of industrialization, so far as it 
aimed at restricting foreign imports. has been remarkably 
successful in some cases. although with the consequence of 
very high prices of the protected attic1es. 

The Hungatian Tariff of 1924. whic1t followed in many lines 
the Austro-Hungatian Tariff of 1906. exceeded the latter's 
industrial duties, most of whic1t were very high for pre-War 
times. in practically all groups; yet a numbeI of industries 
could be clearly discexned as the main objects of protection. 
In the production of semi-finished goods it was the textile and 
iron trades, while wood and papet goods were on the free list, 
and the high tariff level of c1temica1s was due solely to the 
fiscal duties on perfumes. Among textiles there were increases 
in the duties on yarn, heaviet increases still in the duties on 
tissues, the home production of whic1t was practically started 
aftet the War,l with the result that, rates being increased on an 
aVeIage by 7Q-I6S%. the Hungatian tariff level for semi-

, See Enqulte, U, pp. 2II, 219. 
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textile goods was IC>--47% higher than the Austro-Hungarian 
of I9I3- The rise in the tariff level of semi-manufactured 
metal goods to 35-38'6% was the consequence of particularly 
heavy increases in the duties on the most important products 
of the heavy iron industry (see Table B. p_ 164)- The tariff 
level of group B in 1927. with 21-32'7'." was 15-45% higher 
than in 1913-

TABLE A: HUNGARIAN INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS. 
1927-31 

([ .. Mill. Pengo atrd %) 

1921 1931 
Group MilL %0£ MilL %of 

p, T.I. P. T,I. 

Total Imports . II80 100"0 540 100"0 
Of which: 

(a) Raw materials and semi-manu-
fi>ctured goods 440 31'2 245 45'S 

(b) Finished goods 657 5$-6 "37 43'9 

I.I,=(a+b) 1091 92'8 482 89'4 
Of which: 

Cotton and woollen tissues , 153 12'9 30 SoS 
Cotton and woollen yams 65 S'7 18 3'4 
Semi and wholly manufactured 

iron and steel goods 37 3'1 12 2'3 
Machinery and apparatus 56 4'8 19 3'$ 

T.I, =TotsI Imports. 
1,1, = Industrial Imports. 

See Commerce uterieur do la Hongrie. 1927. 1931. and Commerc. 
Yearbook, 1928, p, 325; 1932, p, 13$. 

«Finished goods" includes important semi-manufactured articles. 

Much sharper was the rise of the tariff level of finished goods. 
which reached 22'7-41%. equal to 155-170% ofI913. Numex
ous increases of duties on finished textile goods (see Table C. 
p. 165), brought the group tariff level up to 25-44%. equa1 to 
157-210% of 1913. Similar sharp increases in the duties on 
metal goods raised their class tariff level to 55-61%. which had 
an almost probibitive effect and was equal ~o 220-320% of 
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1913, Duties on paper goods were also raised considerably, 
while the strengthening of the tariff protection afforded to 
machinery was not so apparent in 1927 owing to the sharp 
upward trend in prices, although the Hungarian tariff level of 
14'S-31% was considerably high in comparison with most 
other machinery tariff levels, Even strongeI protectionist 
tendencies were shown in fixing the duties on apparatus and 
instruments, particularly on electrical goods, Rates wexe 
100-140% higheI than in 1913. the tariff level was 3S~S% 
higheI than in 1913. 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED ARTICLES IN HUNGARY, 1927-31 

(1913: AUSTRo-HUNGARlAN DUTIBS) 
(In % of Prius) 

Good. 1913 

Raw cotton yarn, up to No, so 3'6-8-5 
Printed cotton tissues _ 31-0-80-0 
Rolled iron _ _ 51-0 
Iron sheets, not worked 3"-6-.p'o 
Perfumes _ 45-0 

1927 

8'0-22--0 

33'4-IIO-0 
57-0 

52 -<>-93"0 
110'0-206'0 

1931 

14-3-30 -0 

37-4-125-0 
65-0 

61"0-110"0 

89-0-166-0 

This tariff protection was accompanied by an extensive 
system of other protectionist measures. As in the case of 
Roumania or Poland, the tariff granted freedom of duties or 
rebates between 10 and so% from the autonomous rates 
for certain imports of semi-mannfilctured goods subjected 
to quota restrictions. The imports of these goods were 
supposed to be necessary for the development of Hungarian 
industry, or to be manufactured into finished goods inside 
the country. 

Other quite typical measures of European post-War pro
tectionism, besides duties, such as preference in obtaining public 
orders, came within the limits of the present inquiry only to 
remind us again that even before the world economic crisis 
tariffs in a number of countries were obviously insufficient to 
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enable us to judge of the full ext~t of protection in such 
countries. 

TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT FINISHED 
GOODS IN HUNGARY, 192']-31 

(In % of Prius) 

Goods 1913 1927 193[ 

Cotton linen 35'<>-49'0 34'6 32'0 
Cotton clothes 13'6-35'0 27'0-153-0 17'6-103'0 
Artificial silk stockings 18'4 68'0 96 '5 
Silk ribbons [0'0-16'4 "S'O 143'0 
Printing paper . 27'0-36-0 17"0-60'0 21'2-74'0 
Cast-iron lamps [8'4-36'8 206'0-274'0 232'0-310'0 
Sewing machines, without 

stand 5'4 1'6 39'4 
Internal combustion engines 46-0-126'0 16'2-37'0 . 17'5-II8'O 
Dynamos, 8'2-20'5 237-52'0 41'0-82'0 
Motor-cars 7'7-17'5 16'0-28'0 28'S-S2'S 
Radio apparatus 17'2-28'5 28'6 70 '0 

From 1924 to 1927 Hungarian industrial policy had reduced 
the proportion of inIported rnanufacrured textile goods to total 
inIpoIts from 25'1% to 19'7%, raised the output of steel by 
about 50%; the number of textile workers had risen from 
16,000 in pre-War tinIe to 40,000 persons in 1927 in spite of 
the immense reduction in the area of the Hungarian kingdom 1 

(compared with 1913). 
Between 1927 and 1931 Hungarian industrial tariff policy 

remained relatively stable. In July 1931 duties were raised 
on a number of industrial goods, but owing to commercial 
rreaties these increases could not yet exert their full effect, SO 

that the sharp rises in the tariff levels of all industrial groups 
were due more to the fall in prices. The tarifflevel of group B 

, For Hungary's exceptional regulations for the import of certain 
products see B,A" 1925, pp. 570, et seq" 1926, pp, 718 et seq., 
1928, p, 1787, and for the development of industry W.<lA" pp. 283, 
286,293· 
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reached 24"4-40"6%, duties on textiles and semi-metal goods 
rising sharply. The tariff level of group C, with 29"7-55"6%, 
rose much more than that of group B. Special attention ought 
to be given to the development of the duties upon machines. 
Owing to heaVy increases in the duties on power and sewing 
machines, the tarifflevel of this class rose to 24-50'5% (=1']0-
210% of 1913). and thus represented the highest machinery 
tariff level in Europe during the year 193I. 

In the year 1931 Hungary adopted new and still more drastic 
measures to regulate her imports. Currency restrictions. 
clearing agreements, licences. and import prohibitions were 
introduced for reasons of monetary policy.' So here, tariffs 
too lost after 1931 the primary position which they had occupied 
in the system of protection. 

6. YUGOSLAVIA (1913: SERBIA) 
(S" Table AI/or Yugoslavia in Appendix) 

The changes which the end of the War brought to Yugo
slavia were so great that actually a new state emerged, whose 
population rose from 4'8 millions in 1913 to about 13 millions 
in 1927. In spite of the existence of great forests and ore 
deposits, Yugoslavia was even more of an agricultural country 
than Roumania and Hungary; industry was still in its infancy. 
This was reflected in the high proportion which industrial 
products bore to the total imports. 

In 1913 raw materials and semi-manufactured goods ac
counted for 37'5% and finished goods comprised 53'5%. In 
1928 the proportions were practically unchanged." 

Serbia's industrial tariff was generally moderate. With a 
tariff level for group B of 15"2-19"2%, which reflected the 
figures of nearly all classes, duties more than the average were 
only imposed on the products of the cotton-weaving industry 
and the heavy industries, as well as on part of the chemical 
industry (see Table B, p. 167). 

, GreifJ, op. at", pp. SZr-S3, 56-57, 60. 
I See Ga&iick4, Vol. of Tabks, p. 19. 
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TABLE A, YUGOSLAVIAN INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 
1927-31 

(In Mill. Dinar and %) 

I927 I93I 

Group Mill. % of 
D. T.I. 

Mill. % of 
D. T.l. 

Total Imports 7300 Ioo'O 4800 100'0 

Of which: 
Cotton and woollen tissues 14Z2 I9'S 739 IS'3 
Cotton yarns • 4S2 6'2 229 4-8 
Iron goods 300 4-1 267 S'6 
Machinery and apparatus 347 4-8 296 6-2 

T.!. =Total Imports_ 
See Statistiftue du c_ce exterieur du TOjfIZltTM de YugoslmJi., 

1927, I931. For 1913 no Serbian statistics were available, but such 
would bave been of little worth in view of tbe completely changed 
post-War conditions. Only since 1931 imports bave been classified 
into raw materials, semi and wbolly manu1lu:tured goodS. 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED GOODS IN YUGOSLAVIA, I927-3I 

(I913: Serbian Duties) 
(In % of Prices) 

Goods I913 19Z7 I931 

Raw cotton yam IO-4-16-8 S-5-8-3 7'1-10-6 
Bleached cotton tissues 2I-2-67-0 I6-5-41'4 2I'<>-42-o 
Woollen tissues _ II-C>-23-6 18-5-36'4 23-4-4S'5 
Raw steel • 13-8 41'4 48-0 
Cast iron Duty free 33'0 35-0 
Sulphurated ammonia Duty free 40'0 61-0 
Nitrogen 17-8 48'0 S6-0 

The tariff level of finished goods, befug 15-21'5'1 .. might 
also be called moderate. Nearly all kinds of machines were 
on the free list; vehicles; apparatus, and instruments were 
below the general average; metal, paper, and glass goods were 
taxed higher; ready-made goods, paper for newspapers, cement, 
etc., were subjected to duties considerably higher than the 
average (see Table C, p. 168). 
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TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT MANUFACTURED 
GOODS IN YUGOSLAVIA, 1927-31 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Leather goods 22-2-37-0 10-8-32-4 14-9-457 
Cotton hosiery 22-6 68-0 35-<>-70-0 
Cotton clothes - 12-4-39-0 32-4-IIO-0 22-0-64'0 
Artificial silk stoc:ltings 21"0-26-0 36-0 51-0 
Printing paper 31-0 15-4-42-0 48-0 
Portland cement 61-0 98-0 110'0 
Internal combustion engines Dutyftee 6-6 7-1 
Pocket watches 4-8 55-<>-90-0 71'0-120-0 

In a number of trades Yugoslavia's post-War industrial 
tariff policy manifested decidedly protectionist tendencies, 
although it remained moderate in comparison with the tariff 
policy of the other south.,eastem agrarian countries, and 
showed little trace of the feverish industrializatiOl\ tendencies 
operating in Hungary, Roumania, or Bulgaria. The tariff 
level of group B, with rates increased between 90 and 125% 
compared with 1913, rose by about 35% to 19'2-23-2%, 
while the level of semi-textile goods fell by 15-20% compared 
with the pre-War level. On the other hand, there was an 
uumistskable tendency to strengthen the protection afforded 
to the semi-manufacturing metal trades, as well as the industry 
of fertilizers. 

Protectionist tendencies were also clearly discernible in the 
post-War period among a number of trades producing finished 
goods. The tariff level of group C rose to 23-33%. equal to 
150% of 1913. While the levels of the classes of machinery, 
vehicles, and apparatus were raised by heavy increases in duties 
from their very low level in the year 19I3 to a height between 
10 and 24%. in 1927 the tariff levels of the classes of textiles. 
metal. glass, and ceramic wares reached a respectable beight 
even in Yugoslavia, and only the class of paper goods fell 
slighdy below its level of 19I3. Duties on ready-made textile 
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articles, artificial silk mbrics, cement, watches, etc., reached 
prohibitive dimensions. 

Although Yugoslavia's industry did not make very great 
progtess up till 193 I, this partial protectionist tariff policy 
undoubtedly reduced the foreigner's share in covering the 
textile deficit, in mvour of a slowly deVeloping home industry 1 

(comp. Table A, p. 167). 
Between 1925 and 1931 Yugoslavia's industrial tariff policy 

remained substantially the same. There were a number of 
increases in duties upon the semi-manufactured textiles and 
metal goods, but in the finishing textile trades there were even 
appreciable reductions in duties, so that the rise in the tariff 
level was almost entirely due to the fiIll in prices. The tariff 
level of group B reacl1ed 29-32'5% in 1931, the tariff level of 
group C 27'2-38'5%, whicl1 brought it up to 180% of the pre
War level. Only the cl1anges in the tariff level of the class of 
the metal goods to 31'2-63% and of paper goods to 37% ought 
to be mentioned. 

7. BULGARIA 
(Se. Table AI for Bulgaria in Appendix) 

With small resources in coal and ore deposits, both before 
and after the War, Bulgaria was a predominandy agrarian 
country. Consequendy, the proportion of industrial imports, 
especially of industrial finished goods, was very large. In 
1913 finished goods accounted for 45%, raw materials and 
semi-manufuctuxed goods for 27%, of the total imports. In 
1928 the figures were 49% and 45"7%.' The total amounts 
of these imports are shown in Table A, p. 170. 

Efforts to industrialize the country date in Bulgaria from 
long before the War. A law for the encouragement of industry 
was passed as early as 1894 and was revised in 1905 and 1909. 
Nevertheless, the industrial tariff of 1914, although containing 

I Comp. Commerce Yearbook 1927, p. fr7o, and W.d.A., p. 300 . 
• See Gaedicke, Vol. of Tabks, p. 19. The strikingly small pro

portion of raw materials and semi-manufactured goods is explaioed 
by the abnOIIIlal conditions of this ye&I (Balkan War). 
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a number of very high rates of duty, was on the whole moderate. 
The tariff level of group B amounted to 21.2-27.2% and the 
tariff levels of the classes of textile, paper, wood, and metal 
semi-manufactured goods were even below it. 

TABLE A: BULGARIAN INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 
19I 3-31 

(In Mill. LerJJ<l and %) 

1913 19Z7 1931 

Group Mill. %of Mill. %of Mill. % of 
L. T.I. L. T.I. L. T.I. 

Total Imports 189 100"0 6200 100'0 4700 100'0 
Ofwbich: 

Ca) Raw materlals, semi-
manufactured goods :>9 15·5 1:>80 20·6 990 :>1·1 

Cb) Finished goods 126 66·5 4630 74·5 3500 74·5 

1.1. =(a+b) ISS 82·0 S910 95·· 4490 9S·6 

T.I. =Total Imports. 
1.1. =Industrial Imports. 
See StatistitJue du CommerCB du r<>.Y<JU1'l4 de Bu/garie, 1913, 1929. 

FO! 1931 the official Bulgarian figures were not at my disposal, and 
therefore were taken from Statistiques, rn, and Commerce Y _book, 
1932, p. 27· 

With a general tarifflevel of group C of 187-20.3%, finished 
goods were liable only to moderate duties in 1913; the classes 
of machinery, apparatus, and vehicles were taxed no higher 
than 4-12%, while the most important machines were on the 
free list; only luxury articles had to pay higher duties (e.g. 
expensive watches). 

Finished textile, glass, and ceramic goods were taxed some
what more heavily, while paper goods were liable to compara
tively high duties. 

With the new tariff of 1922 and the numerous increases in 
duties on the most important agrarian and industrial items 
imposed in 1926, Bulgaria completely abandoned her pre-War 
tariff policy and proceeded to introduce such heavy duties on 
the pIoducts of nearly all industries that her tariff lewls for 
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grOUJ>$ B and C were higher than all the other corresponding tariff 
levels in Europe, both in 1927 and in 1931, including the high 
tariff walls of Poland and Roumania. Within these enor
mously raised general tariff levels protection was p1ainly 
directed to certain industries, while others were liable to 

relatively or absolutely light taxation. With rates which 
represented about 250-300% of 1913, the tariff level of gr<?UP 
B rose in 1927 to more than double the level of the last pre
War year, i_e. to 44-55%. By far the hardest hit were the 
semi-manufactured textile goods, so that their tariff level, with 
rates sevenfold higher than in 1913, reached a height of 76-
99%- The increases in chemical duties were also great. 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED GOODS IN BULGARIA, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 '92-7 1931 

Raw cotton yarn up to No_ So ,6-6-33-2 27'4-44-0 34-0-69-0 
Artificial silk yarn 49-0 350-0 440-0 
Bleached cotton tissues 13-0 48-<>-90-0 63-0-12.0-0 
Cellulose _ 22"0 42-0 38-0 
Rolled iron ,6-0 3'-0-54-0 36-0-62.-0 
Iron tubes, not WOIked 24-6 46-0-80-0 41'00-71-0 

• TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT MANUFACTURED 
GOODS IN BULGARIA, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 1927 1931 

Leather shoes 21-0-42-0 S3-~IIO-O 61-0-125-0 
Cotton linen 34-0 137-0 I2.7-0 
Cotton clothes - '7-0-2.6-0 47'0-3I2.-0 35-0-230-0 
Woollen stockings 22'S 77'0 93'0 
Printing paper - 28'0 26-0-65'0 34-0-85'0 
Portland cement _ - 30-0 73-0 83'0 
Iron household utensils 8'4-42'0 24'0-60-0 29'G-72'O 
Pocket watches 29"0 80-0 100'0 

Radio "ppamtus 11"0 54'0 67'0 
Toys _ So-o 240'0-544'0 27S-0-66o'0 
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The rise in the tariff level of finished goods left that of the 
semi-manufactured goods far behind. With mtes increased by 
400-575% compared with 1913. the tariff level of group C 
rose to 56-94%. Machinery and vehicles, however. remained 
at low levels. so that the enormous increase had to be bome by 
the remaining six classes. Rates on finished textile goods 
were mised by 840-1000%. and their class level rose to 121-
126%. which was equal to 63<>-750% of 1913. Very high, 
too, were the tariff levels of the classes of the glass and ceramic 
goods. metal and paper goods, apparatus. and instruments. 
The rise of their mtes and tariff levels compared with 1913 was 
between 200 % and 400%. Of the 62 articles in gxoup C only 
a third. viz. 20. were liable to duties under 30%. 25 to duties 
over 50%, the rest to duties between 30 % and 50%. 

Such prohibitive tarifflevels evinced Bulgaria's determination 
to industrialize the country. although, according to the pro
visions of the 1928 version of the law for the encoumgement 
of industry (as with Poland. Ronmania, and Hungary), all 
duties on mw materials and semi-manufactured goods might 
be abated or completely remitted, if the goods in question 
could not be produced in Bulgaria in sufficient quantities or at 
all. or if they were designed to be worked up into finished goods 
in factories promoted by the law and controlled by the Govern
ment.l 

As the number of these factories was very gxeat,· a con
siderable fraction of Bulgarian imports might have escaped the 
high Bulgarian duties. One must not, therefore, dmw too 
far-reaching conclusions from the mtes of the Bulgarian tariff 
on semi-manufactured articles as to the extent of tariff pro
tection accorded to Bulgarian industry. In fact, one must also 
take account of the regulations which permit the free admission 
of semi-manufactured goods in certain instances in order to 

1 Sce text of law in H.-A., 1928, pp. :0784-:>790. List of possible 
exemptions on pp. 2176-2190. The law contains also other pro
visions for enooumging Bulgarian industrial production and lowerins 
industrial inlpons. 

• Camp. W.<i.A., p. 3"3. 
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understand tendencies of industrialization in Bulgaria, because 
they throw light upon the extent of indW;trial protection for 
cerr:am finished goods trades. Up to the year 1931 there were 
no substantial changes in Bulgarian rates, so that any rises in 
her tariff levels were explicable from the fall in prices. The 
tariff level of group B reached in 1931 57·5-7Z·5%. Only 
twenty-two of its forty-four articles were liable to duties 
below 50%. 

The potential tariff level of group C rose to 7O-IIO%. In 
this case of 62 articles, 21 were taxed below 30%, while 33 
were taxed above 50%. Although these duties put Bulgaria 
in the forefront of European tariff protection, owing to the 
absence of other essential conditions for industria1ization 
(large home markets, large capital resources, etc.), this policy 
achieved success in only a few spheres, the chief of which was 
self-sufficiency in sugar and coal.l Agriculture still plays the 
dominant part in Bulgarian economic life. 

8. SPAIN 
(See Table Al in Appendix) 

Spain, which has extensive ore and coal deposits, was, even 
before the War, a country of high industrial protectionism 
which was more or less checked only by the influence of Spanish 
agriculture. This was dependent upon expon trade and 
inclined towards free-trade.· Ail, however, only cerr:am special 
industries of the country, chiefly the mining, textile, and metal 
industries, in addition to the exporting cork industry, had 
grown to considerable dimensions before the War, the propor
tion of semi and wholly manufactured articles to the total 
imports was high and remained so even after the War. In 
1913 raw materials and semi-manufactured goods accounted 
for 46'1 %. industrial finished goods comprised 3 I-I %; in 
1928 the proportions were 48'4% and 36'6%." 

, See W .d.A~ pp. 322-323, 331 • 
• See Jtma, op. cit., pp. 245-246. 
• Gae4iek, Vol. of T abies, p. 19. 
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Table A shows the absolute. magnitudes of the total Spanish 
imports and the industrial. imports, which were distributed 
among numerous groups for 1913-31. 

TABLE A: SPANISH INDUSTRIAL IMPORTS, 1913-31 
(Ill Mill. Pesetas and %) 

1913 19%7 1931 

Group Mill. %of Min.. %of Mill. %of 
P. T.!. P. T.!. P. T.I. 

Total Imports 1306 100'0 "576 100'0 II75 100'0 
Of which: 

(a) Raw materials 5ZI 40'0 936 36 '4 44Z 37'8 
(b) Manufactures 483 37'0 II93 46'0 560 48'0 

U.=(a+b) . 1004 77'0 WZ9 Bz'4 l00z 85'8 

T.!. =Total Imports. 
1.1. = Industrial Imports. 
See Hstadisrica genn-ai. 1913. 19"7. 1931. 
$I Manufactures'" also included semi-manufactured goods. 

Before the War Spanish industrial duties were the highest in 
Europe with the exception of the Russian. Semi-manufactured 
articles had to pay duties of 20'3-32-0% on an average, although 
semi-wood and paper articles were liable to very low duties, 
while prohibitive duties were imposed on semi-manufactured 
textiles and duties on tissues were much higher than the average 
(see Table B, p. 175). The most important products of the 
Spanish iron industry were also highly taxed, their class tariff 
level being 32-36.6%. 

Among industrial finished goods, which reached a potential 
tariff level of 357-49'4%. it was again the textile trades that 
were surrounded by a very high protectionist waIl. Heavier 
still were the duties on paper, glass, and ceramic goods. but 
lower, although still prohibitive, were the duties on metal 
goods (see Table C). 

For Spanish conditions the level of machinery duties was 
moderate. although here very important machines. such as 
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internal combustion engines, dynamos, steam engines, were 
taxed far higher than the average. 

TABLE B: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT SEMI
MANUFACTURED GOODS IN SPAIN, 1913-31 

(In % of Prices) 

Goods 1913 . 1927 1931 

Upper leather [0'6-2['2 21'0 40'0 
Raw cotton yam up to 

No. So 12'~22-o 24-6-57'4 32'<>-74-0 
RaWWOISted 44-<>-53'0 60"<>-76'0 80-0-100-0 

Bleached cotton tissues • 4[-0-200-0 39'4-140'0 52'()-[86-o 
Foundry iron 17"0 38'0 54'0 
R2wsted . 9'0 36'0 35-0 
Iron sheets, not worked . 36'4-45'0 93'()-126"0 140-0-190-0 
Copper wire 127-13'6 26'2-5%-0 35'4""70"0 
Aniline dyes 3['% %['<>-42'0 20'5-41"0 
Sulphurated ammonia - <>"3 39"0 7%-0 

TABLE C: DUTIES ON IMPORTANT MANUFACTURED 
GOODS IN SPAIN, 1913-31 

(Ill % of Prices) 

Goods [913 1927 1931 

Leather shoes 66'0 58-0 66'0 
Cotton linen 125'0 69-0-183'0 64-0-17°'0 
Cotton clothes 18-0-136-0 39"0-480-0 260"0-320-0 
Printing paper 25-0-100"0 SO"<>-II4'0 6S'()-153"0 
Sheet glass • 35-0-1\15'0 27-o-u 7"0 25-0-103'0 
Iron household utensils 7"0-.21"0 25"<>-72"0 30-0-87"0 
Looms . 20'4 ,,6"0 65-0 
Internal combustion 

engines . 29'0 8'9-78'0 8-6-Il5"O 
Steam engines 21'3 12'0-45'0 11-D-41"O 
Locomotives 16·()-zS·0 44'<>-65'0 64-0-83'0 
Motor-cars . ? 16'()-3\l'0 22-0-56'0 
Motor-tires " 37'S 33'4-89-5 44 ...... 122·0 
Toys • 133"0 96'9-256 -0 UO"<>-294"O 

In the post-War period. especially since Primo di Rivera. 
Spain attempted to c:onsolidate and even to extend her industries 
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which had rapidly developed in war-time; this was carried 
through by combining heavy tariff protection with an elaborate 
neo-mercantilist system for the active encouragement of 
industry. 

Consequently, the rates of the new tariff of 1922, combined 
with the additional rates of 1926, set in force in 1927, raised 
Spanish tariff walls, already high in 1913, to an extraordinary 
level. Duties on semi-manufactured articles rose on an average 
to 220-260% of the 1913 level, those on metal goods even to 
360-390%. The potential tariff level of semi-manufactured 
articles rose to 33-45%, although the figures of the tariffleve1s 
of the classes of semi-manufactured textile, wood, and paper 
goods were little changed compared with 1913. As only dyes 
and fertilizers were more heavily taxed among chemicals, semi
manufactured metal goods with a class level of']0-86% (=235% 
of 1913) were mainly responsible for the rise in the tariff level 
of the whole group. 

The same marked rise was exhibited by the duties on finished 
goods, the level of which in 1927 reached 44'4-81%. Apart 
from apparatus and instruments, the levels of all the classes in 
group C were heavily increased. In this connection we have 
to mention the sharp increases in Spain's post-War machinery 
duties, which brought the tariff level of this class up to 21-
36% and represented an average increase between 55 and 160% 
compared with 1913. 

Of 62 industrial finished goods only 23 were liable to duties 
below 30% in 1927, while 27 were liable to duties above 50%. 

By the .. Law for the Encouragement of Spanish Industry," 1 

of the 30th April 1924, Spain established besides these indus
trial duties, only exceeded or equalled in Europe by Bulgaria 
and" Poland, an ingenious system for the active encouragement 
of industry, which must be taken into account in any inquiIy 
into her scheme of protection. This law permitted newly 

1 See text of law in H.-A.., 19240 pp. 10\11-1095; 1930, pp. 1651-
1655. Numerous other advantages were granted the uodertakings in 
question in addition to taritf concessions. 
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established industrial undertakings engaged in producing goods 
hitheno unknown or scarce in Spain, ID inIport raw materials 
and semi-manufactured articles duty free up to a period of 
five years. Consequently, the high duties on the semi
manufactDred products of the textile and metal trades were only 
valid for Spanish industries alresdy existing. A law passed 
in 1926 also temporarily suspended the dye duties and replaced 
them by the much more drastic expedients of inIport prohi
bitions and inIport licences, in order to develop a Spanish 
dye industry; while the duties on coal, semi- and wholly
manufactured metal goods, motor-cars, and machinery were 
reinforced in their inIport-lowering effect by compelling all con
cession holders and public authorities to buy Spanish products.' 

The output of Spain's textile, metal, and chemical industries 
rose considerably under the protection of this industrial policy, 
while coal inIport requirements fell from 40% of Spanish con
sumption in 1914 ID 20% in 1924; the textile industry was 
capable of supplying the greater part of Spanish requirements, 
but all this, of course, was accompanied by very high prices of 
the protected goods of Spanish production and a rise in the 
general cost of living.· 

The level of Spain's industrial duties was considerably 
raised by 1931, on the one hand by the fall in prices of industrial 
commodities which had set in since 1930, on the other by the 
extensive denunciation in 1927 and 1928 of all those commercial 
treaties in which Spain had fixed rates below the level of the 
mininIum tariff of 1925 (duanas crmsolidadas); further by 
increases in the duties on aluminium products in 1928, but 
particulaxly through a series of duty increases in 1930, which, 
in addition ID semi-manufactured silk and artificial silk goods, 
mainly affected machinery, motor-cars, apparatus, films and 
rubber tires; these drastic reinforcements of tariff protection, 

• See H.-A., 1926, pp. 64Z-643. 
• Text ofthe.e regulations, H.-A., 1926, pp. 1508-1509, 1716; 19:07, 

pp. 2II2, 2246-2247. 
• See for above figures and remarksBnqueu, n, pp. 107-108; W.d.A., 

pp. :016-2:>7; CommII'U Y."" Book, 1928, p. 510. 
M 
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which increased some of the rates in force by as much as 
700'Y", were chiefly Spain's answer to the American Tariff of 
1930. Thus the potential tariff level of group B rose to 
42-57%, metal" goods with 87'5"""98% reaching the highest 
class level, followed by textiles with 40-88%. and then by 
semi-manufactured wood and paper goods at a great distance. 
Of 44 articles in group B, 24 were liable to duties above 50%. 
The tariff level of finished goods rose to 55-96%. The figures 
of most classes were increased only by the fall in prices. Of 
62 articles in group C, 30 were liable to duties above 50%. 

With the quota restrictions imposed on Spanish imports at 
the end of December 1931/ a new and much more drastic 
device for the regulation of imports appeared in Spanish 
commercial policy, which from 1932 onwaIds deprived the 
analysis of her tariff policy for the duration of the quotas of 
much of its practical value for appraising the protectionist 
tendencies of Spain. 

C: GENERAL TENDENCIES OF EUROPEAN INDUSTRIAL 
T ARlFF POLICY BEFORE AND AFTER THE WAR 

(See Tabk IV", graph B.C. in Appendi:<) 

The first important conclusion to be drawn from the com
paIison of Europe's industrial pre- and post-WaI tariff levels 
(see Tahle IVA of Appendix) is that a rise in post-War rates 
bad occurred almost without exception in industrial as well as 
agrarian Europe, both for semi and wholly manufactured 
articles. 

In respect of semi-manufactured goods only two European 
countries-Sweden and Poland-and in respect of wholly
manufactured goods only one-Finland-had on the average 
lower rates in 1927 than in 1913. The increase of duties was 
generally considerably greater for finished goods than for 
semi-manufactured articles both in industrial and agrarian 
Europe. 

• Camp. p. IOZ of this book. 
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With regard to semi-manufactured goods, Swit2e1'land, Italy, 
and Czechoslovakia and the same countries and Gennany with 
regard to manufactured goods were conspicuous in raising their 
rates. In agrarian Europe. Bulgaria, Spain, and Roumania 
left all othex POWeIS behind in raising rates, while Poland could 
show decreases only in comparison with the abnonnally high 
Russian pre-War level, and occupied a front-rank position among 
protectionist countries. 

The shaIp rise in prices of semi-manufactured goods, 
amounting on an average to 42'2% in 1927 compared with 1913 
in respect of 44 commodities in List A. prevented a shaIp rise 
(above 50%) in the general tariff levels of semi-manufactured 
goods both in industrial and in agrarian Europe in 1927 
(with the exception of Swit2e1'Jand, Bulgaria, and Spain). 

With an average increase of 20·8% in the prices of 62 goods 
in group C in 1927, the tariff levels of manufactured goods rose 
more shaIply in industrial Europe, particulady in Gennany, 
Italy, and Czechoslovakia, and in agrarian Europe everywhere 
(with the exception of Sweden, Poland, and FinJand); in Bul
garia, Spain, and Roumania they rose to unprecedented 
heights. 

In 1931, when the general price level of the semi-manu
factured goods of the A-list was 2'4% and that of the wholly 
manufactured goods of the A-list 5'5% below that of pre-War 
time, all European countries stood well above their pre-War 
tariff levels, only Sweden and FinJand being rare exceptions, 
together with Poland, despite her extremely high tariff level. 
Throughout the agrarisn east and south-east of Europe as well 
as in Spain, and in industrial Europe in Italy and Czecho
slovakia, levels reached often prohibitive heights. 

In this almost universal raising of the industrial tariff walls 
of Europe we find already in 1927, even in countries with moder
ate tariffs, a number of industries which were the favoUIed 
objects of European post-War tariff policy. Among the semi
manufactured goods heavy increases in duties could be found on 
tissues, artificial silk yarns and chemicals throughout Europe, 
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on iron and steel goods in Italy. France, Czechoslovakia, 
and throughout agrarian Europe. Equivalent increaSes of 
duties on the goods of the cotton-spinning and wool-combing 
industries, of the leather trade and the semi-manufacturing 
wood and paper trades, were much more infrequent. The 
extent of increase of rares and consequently of the rise in tariff 
levels was generally much more considerable in the case of 
the duties on the goods of the weaving and semi-manufilctur:ing 
metal trades imposed by the countries of agrarian Europe. Only 
Italy with her duties on heavy metal goods approached the 
extreme tariff levels of the agrarian countries of the east and 
south-east and of Spain. With regard to chemicals almost every 
country in Europe reached very high tariff levels.1 

In view of the importance of the semi-manufactured products 
of the metal and chemical industries for modern industry the 
accentuation of European post-War protection in this sphere 
bad special significance. It meant for the countries concerned 
a rise in the general cost of living, and must inevitably extend 
to the protection of all those numerous industries whose costs 
of production were influenced by the rising prices of the pr0-

tected semi-manufactured articles. 
When the question of raising the iron and steel duties was 

being discussed in Germany in 1925, an expert like· Professor 
Harms regarded the consequences as so serious for the whole 
German price level that he felt forced to utter an urgent warning 
against such a tariff policy.. , 

In comparing the tariff level figures of semi- and wholly
manufactured goods, therefore, it must always be bome in 
mind that high duties upon semi-manufactured articles 
involved compensating high protection for the industries of 
wholly manufactured goods. 

1 The raisins of chemiad duties in almost the whole of Europe 
does not sufficiently appear from the figures in Tables AI, because a 
much more comprehensive selection of goods would have been 
necessary for that purpose, which would necessitate a special inquiry. 
See the figures of the world's chemical tarilf levels cited in B"'lf'IU. 
n, p. 199. • See Harms, op. at., pp. 367-368. 
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This explained partly the prevailing tendency almost 
throughout Europe towards heavy increases in the duties on 
finished goods in post-War tariffs. Within tIris general 
movement of the tariff levels of finished goods the most im
portant 'result was a univexsa1 rise in the tariff levels of the 
textile trades throughout EUIope. On the other hand, a 
raising of tariff barriers to protect the motor-car industry was 
common only to industrial EUIope, 

Increases in the duties on the products of the paper, toy, 
watch-making and rubber industries out of proportion to 
the general increases were widespread in industrial Europe. 
The territorial and also, in most cases, numerical extent 
of duty increases in respect of the remaining industries 
was distinctly less. Notably heavy increases in machinery 
duties in France and Italy were exceptions in industrial 
Europe, • 

In most of the countries of agrarian Europe the classes 
of machinery, vehicles, apparatus and instruments were iiIr 
behind the products of other industries as regards the rise in 
tariff levels. Only Poland, Hungaty, and Spain imposed 
unusually high duties on machinery and vehicles; only Poland 
and Bulgaria had high tarifflevels for apparatus and instruments 
(watches). 

On the other hand, the duties on the finished products of the 
paper, glass, ceramic, metal, toy-making and rubber trades 
reached prohibitive proportions in many cases duxing the post
War period in the agrarian countries of the east and south
east, as also in Spain. Omitting the exceptional tariif levels 
of class vm (toy-makjng and rubber-tire industries), largely 
due in 193I to an unusual decline in the prices of these goods, 
not only to extreme duties, the tariff levels of the class of the 
finished textile goods were still iiIr the highest in all the countries 
of agrarian Europe, with the exception of Spain, Hungaty, and 
Yugoslavia. In these three countries they were exceeded by the 
duties on finished metal goods. 

With regard to the location of industries, the industries of 
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labour and consumption orientation 1 were subjected to specially 
heavy duties throughout agrarian Europe.and consumer's goods 
industries were taxed more heavily than capital goods industries. 

This preponderance of protection for industries of consumer's 
goods showed the extent to which this tariff policy Was the 
means of promoting the industrialization of these countries. 
For not only theoretically but also historically it was just those 
industries (especially the textile ttades) with which the indus
trialization of capitalist countries began.' And it was above all 
the industries of consumption and labour-orientation of dense 
agrarian populations to which. according to Schlier's investiga
tions into modern Europe. favourable opportunities for ex
pansion must be accoroed.· 

In the old industrial countries of Centtal Europe. the centre 
of tariff protection was also to be fuund rather in the industries 
of finished goods than in those of semi-ljllIIlufactured com
modities, rather in the industries of consumer's goods than in 
those of capital goods. From the point of location the indus
tries oflabour and consumption orientation were generally more 
protected than those of the ttansportation orientation. But 
the industries of capital goods, owing to the great importance 
of protection for the motor-car industry, occupied a greater 
place within the framework of industrial protection in indus
trial Europe than in that of agrarian Europe. Further, 
within the industries of labour and consumption orientation the 
marked growth of industrial Europe's tariffs' was definitely 
limited to the trades of the quantitative labour orientation.' 
(Especially semi and wholly manufacturing textile ttades.) 

Dr. Schlier's inquiries into the location of European post-War 

, With regard to these terms comp. the translation of Alfred 
Weber's Srandmrs- Th"";. by P. Pri..JridJ, "The Location of 
Industty," New YorlI:, 1928. For the classification of industries 
according to location, see SeMier, op. cit., p. 47. 

• Comp. Entpd'" n, pp. ~. • See SeMi.,., op. cit., pp. 3<>-31. 
• See SchIier's interpretation of this new term of the theory of 

location of industries, introduced with the consent of Alfred Weber. 
SchJi.,., op. cit., pp. 3Z-33. 



EUROPEAN INDUSTRIAL TARIFF POLICY 183 

industry have shown that 1 the industries of the old European 
industrial countries are seriously threatened not in the first 
place by the organization of new European industries of 
quantitative labour orientation in agrarian Europe, but mainly 
by the rapid development of the great Far Eastern textile 
industries, and the great export losses of the European countries 
on non-European textile markets which caused a keener 
competition in Europe. This was one important reason for 
the striking post-War increases, chiefly in the duties on textile 
finished goods, in the tariffs of most of the old European 
industrial countries. 

Although the same industries were often selected for pr0-

tection, a stronger defensive character was imparted to the 
industrial tariff protection of Central Europe compared with 
the uffensive industrial tariff protection of agrarian Europe, 
intent on the development of certain new industries. The 
main purpose of this defensive protection was to preserve the 
old and threatened industries hithetto dependent on world 
markets and to reserve them their home markets.' 

If we compare the increase of the duties on industrial goods 
with that on agrarian goods from 19I3 to 1927, the much greater 
rise of industrial tariff levels of industrial Europe than that 
of her agrarian levels is apparent, while in agrarian Europe 
industrial and agrarian tariffs rose substantially, but the former 
more than the latter. Since most of these countries natutally 
did not import agrarian goods to any amount compared with 
their industrial imports, the rise of duties on this class of 
goods was of far greater importance for the curtailment of 
their imports than the rise of agrarian d~ties. Consequently, 
industrial exports were more severely checked throughout 

1 Camp. SehIi .. , op. cit., pp. 33, 37, 41. 
• This does generally not apply IQ chemical protection in Europe's 

industrial countries, whose purpose is not the defensive maintenance 
of existing, but the organization of new home industries (militaIy 
reasons). Nor does it apply IQ the industrial taIiff policy of Italy, 
which is rather IQ be considered a "young" industrial country. 
See Enqulte, n, p. 104. 
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Europe in 1927 by tariffs than in 1913. It was for this reason 
that the World Economic Conference of 1927 devoted special 
attention to the tariff problem, and in the first place to industrial 
tatiffs. In the report of that confetence it was stated .. that 
the raising of tariff banien in most countries is almost entirely 
due to the raising of industrial tariffs." 1 • 

The extensive fixing of industrial duties by the commercial 
treaties of the years 1927-29, mostly J'enlaining in force until 
1931, and the agrarian protectionist movement in Europe 
between 1929 and 1931, which the world economic crisis of 1929 
provoked and lashed until it assumed incredible dimensions, 
produced between 1929 and 1931 a complete reveISal of these 
conditions. In industrial Europe agrarian tariff levels rose 
from the mostly low levels of 1927 to enormous heights; 
in agrarian Europe they rose as well but more slowly. Indus
trial tariff levels in industrial Europe, on the otheI hand, 
ascended only slowly, more as a result of the fall in prices than 
through increases in duties, from theit position in 1927. The 
industrial tariff levels of agrarian Europe, already high in 
1927, grew stronget corresponding to theit highet stattiog 
figures of 1927, although here too the fall in price was more 
responsible than increases of duties. 

While agrarian imports WeIe threatened with destruction by 
the heavy duties combined, by 1931, with the extensive adoption 
of new import-loweIing methods, industrial imports in 1931 
were nowhere showing such signs of devastation as agrarian 
imports, and it was not until 1932, until the geneIal appearance 
of quotas, currency restrictions, etc., that al»·the industrial 
exports of the industrial countries shrank to unexampled 
dimensions. 

Nevetthe1ess, even before 1929 the protectionist industrial 
tatiff policy of countries not yet or but feebly industrialized 
in a number of typical spheres of European and world-wide 
industrial post-War protectionism. exetted perceptible effects 
upon the industrial exports of the old industrial countries, 

• See" Conference k<>nomique int.," Rapport dlfinitif, p. 30. 
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especially of those of the industries of the quantitative labour
orientation. The Kieler investigations into woIld exports of 
industrial products between 1913 and 1928 revealed for 1928 
a quantitative decline in the yam exports of England, Germany. 
and the U.S.A., of 34% compared with 1913, in exports of 
tissues of 12%. The exports of consumer's goods of these 
three states declined from 57% to 53 % of their total exports. 
The figures of the rise in the value of the WOIld exports of im
portant industries in Table A, show that the figures for the 
products of the toy-making, textile, and semi-manufilcturing 
iron trades remained below those of the great export groups 
to which they belong, cotton yam most of all,then toys and 
ready made clothes, and semi-manufactured iron goods least 
of all. 

TABLE A: WORLD EXPORTS OF IMPORTANT 
INDUSTRIAL GOODS, 1913-2 8 1 

1913 = lOO, fHIl"" of r.oorld exports of: 

Group 

I. Consumer's goods total • 
11. Capital goods total. • 

Ill. (-I Means of Transport" - . 

Of which: 
I. Semi-manufactured textiles 
2. Wholly manufactured textiles 

Out of which: 
cz. Cotton tissues . 
11. Cotton yam • 
c. Ready-made clothes • 
d. Toys • • • • • 
•. Semi-manufactured iron goods • 
f. Machinery 

166 
179 
293 

159 
135 
137 
137 
175 
199 

• By .. Means of TtIID$port," the Kieler investigation lumped 
together the production of the vehicle, apparatus, paper, and motOI
tire indusuies, which are branches of typical post-War demands. 

, See EnquIre, n, pp. 14<>-145. 
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These figures confirmed the conclusions of Schlier. who 
found in the countries of industrial Europe striking differences 
between the growth of the total industry and the development 
of the textile industry in the post-War period (see Table B). 

TABLE B: DEVELOPMENT OF GENERAL INDUSTRY 
AND OF THE TEXTILE INDUSTRY IN CENTRAL 
EUROPEl 

(Showing grO'lJJtJz ( + ) or declim ( - ) in numbers 0/ 
employed in %) 

Country Period General Textile 
Ind. Ind. 

% % 
Germany 1907-25 +29 +16 
GIeat Britain 1907-24 +14 + 0 
France • . 1!)06-2I + 9 -ZI 

Switzerland 19II- 2 9 +24 -10 
Czechoslovakia . 1913-24 + 8 -II 

If these data of some diminishing industries and shrinking 
exports of the old industrial countries are compared with the 
figures of growing production of similar. strongly protected, 
industries in the agrarian or the MW industrial countries • (such 
as Italy). and if we add to these facts the disproportional rise in 
machinery exports shown in Table A. p. 185. a partial indus
trialization of countries that were industrially insignificant 
before the War. can clearly be seen. In this process European 
tariff policy before and after the outbreak of the World Econ
omic Crisis has played an important part. 

1 See ScIr1ier. op. c:it., pp. 33-34-
• Camp. pp. 374-376 of this book. 



PART III 

ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS IN EUROPE 1913-31 
(S •• Tables Br-IV of Appendix) 



I 

DETAILS OF THE METHODS OF CALCULATING 
ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS 

THE main differences between potential and actual tariff levels 
to which attention has been already drawn in Part I 1 with 
other details concerning the methods employed to calculate 
actual tariff levels may be summarized as follows;-

I. The commodities taken into account were only the most 
important of the actual exports of the countries in question. 
The exports of these goods must amount to a certain minimum 
export value. These minima stated in exact details in the 
following sections of Part III were usually between 1-3% of the 
total exports. The greater part of such articles must have 
been exported to Europe. 

2. Consequently there did not exist a genera1list of goods 
with uniform .. normal" prices for the calculation of all the 
actual tariff levels, comparable to the A-list of goods for the 
inquiries of Part II. There were only the varying individual 
export prices of the exporting countries which had to be 
compared with the rates of duty of the countries into which 
these goods were imported. 

3. As only the larger or a few smaller countries with high 
purchasing power constituted large import markets for Euro
pean goods, there were only limited possibilities for cOmpiling 
tables of their actual tariff levels in Tables B of the Appendix, 
not only regarding the number of countries, but also with 
regard to the classes or groups of goods. 

Such calculations have been made only of those countries 
to which at least three commodities in each of at least three 
classes of one of the three main groups of the A-list have been 

I Comp. pp. 28 et seq. of this study. 
18!) 
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actually exported.' Very often incomplete tariff levels of only 
one or two groups of goods could be calculated.' 

4. Since one country imported different goods from various 
European countries, diffetent averages of the duties imposed 
by its tariff on these goods resulted. They have been called 
the "national indices" of the tariff level of a country for the 
various countries exporting goods to it. Or we could speak of 
these averages as the actual tarifflevels of country A (llIlporter) 
for countries B, C, D, etc. (exporters). 

Each Table D of the sections of this part shows such actual 
tariff levels, viz. the tariff levels of the chief markets to which 
the exports of the country concerned were directed. Only such 
customers were included to which at least three goods of at 
least two classes of a group of goods were exported from the 
country in question. As in Part 11, the height of duties upon 
important commodities has often been stated, especially in 
cases where averages of the tariff levels of groups or classes of 
goods could not be estimated. 

S. The figures of the potential and the actual tariff levels 
in Tables AI. and B of the Appendix show considerable differ
ences. These are explained by the different prices and goods 
with the help of which the figures were arrived at. It will be 
noticed that in a number of cases inwhich figures were available, 
both for the potential and for the actual tariff levels of the same 
country, the figures of the actual tariff levels are lower than 
those of the potential. This is explained by the fact that the 
higher the average figure of all the duties of a group or class of 
goods owiog to high duties on certain of their articles, the 
greater will be the tendency for actual imports to be confined 
to goods that are more lightly taxed. This phenomenon 

1 The classification of goods of this list has been applied also for 
the inquiries of Part Ill. 

I Tables of actual tariff levels could 'be calculated for Germany, 
France, Italy, Great Britain, Belgium, Switzerland, Austria, Czecho
slQvakia, Poland, Roumania, Yugoslavia, Spain, Sweden, Denmark. 
Only those for Germany, Italy, Switzerland, and Spain are published 
as examples. 
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appeared particularly in the case of countries with high tariff 
levels.' 

6. The political and geogxapbical changes which the peace 
treaties of 1919 effected in Europe rendered impossible com
parisons between the pre-Wax and post-Wax situation in 
connection with inquiries into the actual tariff IeveIs and their 
effects upon the export movements in all those cases where new 
countries emerged from the War. For the analysis of the 
height of duties upon the actual exports of the Baltic States 
and Poland, of the Danubian Succession States and Yugo
slavia, no comparison whatever with 19I3 were possible. In 
the case of Russia, on the other hand, her exclusion from all 
the references in this book to the post-Wax period prompted 
us to refrain from describing her pre-War conditions. 

1 Comparethefigures of actual and potential tarifflevels,forexampIe, 
in the case of Italy and Spain, which are highly protected countries, 
with the figures, exhibiting much slighter differences, of Switzerland. 

In the case of countries of modentte tariff policy, on the other 
hand, actual tariff levels sometimes SUIPass the potential tariff levels. 
This occurred if only the higher taXed goods of a group or a class of 
goods wete actually imported; then the average of the duties imposed 
on them must be higher than the average of all goods of the respective 
group or class which had to be calculated for their potential tariff level. 



11 

OUI'LINES OF THE ECONOMIC INTEGRATION 
OF EUROPE 

(According to Gaedicke and von Eynern) 
(See Table 111 in Appendix) 

THE system of European export relations in pre-War and 
post-War Europe is very complicated. The investigations of 
Gaedicke and won Eynern into the economic integration of 
Europe have greatly facilitated the understanding of this 
kind of foreign trade relationships. These analyses. there
fore, were a valuable aid for the following inquiries, as they 
could be used for the; classification of the important export 
markets of each country. In the exposition of potential tariff 
levels, Alfred WebllT's conception of an industrial Central and 
an agrarian Border Europe, which is also the basis of Gaedicke 
and wn Eynern's book, has already been employed. As, 
however, in that part of the study the actual export structures 
of the single countries had not to he considered, details 
of the book of Drs. Gaedick and wn Eynern were of no 
interest. 

Now it is necessary, however, to elucidate in somewhat 
greater detail this picture of the economic integration of 
Europe before the War and up to the outbreak of the World 
Economic Crisis in 1929, in order to compare it with the de
velopment of the duties on the actual exports of the various 
European countries to their most important European markets. 
Oo1y thus will it be possible to discuss the question if and to 
what extent European post-War tariff policy, especially between 
1929 and 1931, was a serious menace to the economic inte
gration of Europe. 

The most important result of the post-War tendencies of 
inter-European foreign trade was a restoration of the pre-War 

19Z 
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conditions of European integration; which was effected with 
surprising success between 1925 and 1929 at a time when 
Europe's share of world trade was visibly shrinking." The 
most impOItant data for the relationships here discussed are 
set forth (after Gaedicke and von Eynem) in Tables A and B 
(Table B, p. 194). 

TABLE A: FOREIGN TRADE OF TOTAL, CENTRAL, 
AND BORDER EUROPE, 1913 AND 1929 

(In Mill. M., Rm., and %) 

1913 1929 

Group Mill. % Mill. % M. Rm. 

AI. Europe's Total Imports . 53518 100'0 82875 100'0 
Of European origin 32331 60'4 46948 56-6 

n. Central Europe's Total Imports 4466s 100-0 65841 100'0 
Of European origin 25094 56'2 34291 52'0 

In. Border Europe's Total Imports 58gS 100'0 ISI31 100'0 

Of European origin 4892 83'3 u73° 77'0 

Br, Europe's Total Exports . 44748 100'0 67347 [00'0 
Of European destination 30389 67'9 44023 65'9 

n, Central Europe'. Total Exports 36845 [00'0 52454 100'0 
Of European destination 23435 64-0 31497 60-0 

m. BOlder Europe'. Total Exports 46[9 100'0 12897 100-0 
Of European destination 3937 85'2 10993 85'0 

See Gadicke, Vol. of Tat, pp, 18, S!h 70. 

Tables A and B plainly reveal Europe's extraordinary 
importance as the supplieI of and customer for her own pro
ducts, which in pre-War and post-War times was so great that 
taking a yearly aVeISgC between 1909 and 1913 the European 
share of the total foreign trade failed to reach 50% only in the 
case of a single country, viz. Great Britain. Between 1925 

, Making due allowance fur changes in the price level when calcu
lating the values of importS and exports . 

• Camp. Gaedicke, op. at .• pp. 6-9, 3[-32. 125. 

N 
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and 1930 only two countries, Great Britain and France, 
imported less than 50% from Europe, and again only Great 
Britain sent less than 50% of her total exports to Europe 
(see Table III of Appendix). With this exception it may be 
said that" the European intema1 maxket for European countries 
was more importaot than the rest of the world at the time." 1 

TABLE B: THE FOREIGN TRADE OF CENTRAL 
AND BORDER EUROPE, 1913 AND 1929 

(In MUl. M., Rmo, and %) 

1913 1929 
Group Mill. % Mill. % M. Rmo 

A: Imports 

I. Central Europe's Total ImportS 44665 100'0 651141 100'0 
Imported from: 

Central Europe 17841 40°0 23411 35°5 
BOlder Europe 1246 16°4 10814 16°5 
Outside Europe 19511 43-6 31550 48-0 

IIo BOlder Europe's Total Imports 5885 100-0 15131 100'0 
Imported from: 

Border Europe 1043 11"1 2241 14°8 
Central Europe 31149 65°3 9483 63°0 
Outside Europe 993 11"0 3401 22°2 

B:Exports 
1o Central Europe's Total Exports 361145 100-0 52454 100-0 

Exported to: 
Central Europe 18362 .• 50 °0 22614 43°2 
Border Europe 5074 13°8 8882 11-0 
Outside Europe 13410 36°4 20951 39°8 

II. Border Europe's Total Exports 4619 100-0 12897 100-0 
Exported to: 

Border Europe 137 160 0 2111 16°3 
Central Europe 3201 69°5 8882 69-0 
Outside Europe 682 14°5 1904 14°1 

See Gaedicke, Volo of Text, ppo 59, 10. 

I See GlI8diclo., Vol. of Text, pp. 59, 70. 
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Generally speaking, Europe was more important as a customer 
than as a supplier. In post-War times the decJine in Europe's 
share in the total European import requirements in favour of 
imports from outside Europe is a characteristic European aspect 
of the frequently discussed problem of the "de-European
izing" of world ttade, an index also of the penetmtion chiefly 
of overseas agrarian and North American industrial exports to 

Europe.' 
H we consider the conditions separately for the two grear 

European groups, for Centml industrial and Border agrarian 
Europe,' very important dilferences appeared. Owing to the 
fact that nearly all the great countries of Europe (Russia being 
the exception) belong to Centml Europe, the proportions of 
Centml European imports and exports to the total European 
imports and exports, and also to internal European foreign . 
ttade, were overwhelmingly great. even in the post-War 
period. The relative growth of Border Europe's export and 
import figures in 1929, which was so much greater than that of 
Centml Europe, was largely nothing else than the resolt of the 
establishment of new states, expressed in these connections 
in the tmnsformation of pre-War internal into post-War 
external tmde movements, so that all the figures of Border 
Europe in 1929 were too high compared with 1913 and not 
strictly comparable.' 

H we consider the degree of foreign ttade connection of the 
countries with Europe in the two groUPS. we find, both with 
regard to imports and still more so with regard to exports, 
that Border Europe was integrated with Europe to a far greater 
extent than Centml Europe.' The grear powers of Centml 

• Gtl44idu. Vol. of Tat, pp. 9, 37, 56-57. 68. 
• It should here be mentioned that in the above figures of Gaedicb: 

and von Eync:m for industrial Europe, HoUaod is aiso included in this 
part of Europe, which is justified by the extraordinary industrialization 
of this country sin.,. the War, and the preponderance of the industrial 
population, although, according to our other principle of classilication 
(see pp. 47. 48 of this book), Holland should be included in agrarian 
Europe. • Comp. Gtl44idu, Vol. of Tat, pp. 29-30-

• See Gtl44idu, pp. 49, 68. 
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Europe, were generally as regards imports integrated with 
Europe below the average, and (with exception of Germany) 
the same held good with regard to their exports. England, 
France, Italy, Belgium, .and Switzerland have been de
Europeanized to an increasing degree in the post-War period, 
England and France owing to a deliberate empire policy.1 

The trend of European tariff policy in post-War times was 
therefore of much greater importance for the countries of 
Border Europe than for a number of the countries of Central 
Europe. 

If. finally, we inquire into the composition of European 
exports and imports of Border and Central Europe according 
to their origin or destination from or to these two zones of 
European economy, we encounter the problem of Europe's 
spheres of integration' ("Verbundenheitsspharen''). 

We find that European imports, and to a still greater extent 
the European exports of Central Europe, came mainly from 
Central Europe itself or went there; consequently, Border 
Europe was less important as supplier to and customer of 
Central Europe than was Central Europe itself. In the 
post-War period this exchange of goods between the countries 
of industrial Europe diminjsbed in favour of trade with.over
seas countries, without thereby increasing the share of Border 
Europe. Central Europe formed the first great sphere of 
European integration, and for this reason the trend of tariff 
policy in the Central European industrial countries was usually 
more important for the latter than the development of tariffs 
in Border Europe, in connection with which only the analyses 
of the conditions of the individual countries can reveal the 
very varying degrees in which the industrial countries of 
Europe were interested in exports to Central Europe. 

The integration of Border Europe with Central Europe 
represented a second great sphere of European integration, which, 
from the export standpoint. was mainly concerned with 

1 See GlUdicke, pp. ,n, S6-57, 99, no. 
• Ibid., op. cit., p. lZ3. 
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raw material and agrarian exports from the Border countries 
to Central Europe, and from the import point of view with 
the supply of manufactures to these countries by industrial 
Europe.1 

The figures in Table B on p. 194 indicate plainly the vital 
importance of these relationships for the export trade of the 
Border countries. Consequently, the development of Central 
European tariff policy concerned them very closely, whereas, 
in view of the lesser exchange of goods among themselves, 
their own tariff policy was mostly a question of secondary 
importance. 

Within this integration of Border and Central Europe three 
narrower spheres may be distinguished. First, the exports 
of the Border countries of north and north-eastern Europe 
-of the Scandinavian and Baltic countries-were up to 1931 
attracIed chiefly by England and only in the second place by 
Germany and Western Europe; their imports came mainly 
from Germany, and only in the second place from Great 
Britain.' 

The eastern and south-eastern Border countries of Europe 
and three Central European industrial powers (Germany, 
Austria, and Czechoslovakia) formed 8 second sphere of 
integration. 

In the first place, tendencies towards a reconstitution of 
the old Austro-Hungarian economic' area were distinctly 
perceptible in spite of the new frontiers. Further, Germany, 
as an agrarian import market for eastern and south-eastern 
exports, and as exporter of manufactured goods, represented 
one of their most important customers and suppliers, while 
Austria and Czechoslovakia were closely connecIed with 
Germany by the well-known process of integration of in
dustrial countries." 

Lastly, a close bond united the three most distant countries 

, Comp. Gtw1icko, Vol • ." Ta., pp. 611-71. 
• Ibid~ pp. 7~S. 
• Ibid., pp. 76-'19. 
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of Border Europe, Greece, Spain, and Portugal, with Great 
Britain and France; their relations with Germany were looser. 
They exponed chiefly agrarian products and raw materials to 
Central Europe, and imported raw materials and manufactures.' 

Such were the principal features of the "economic integra
tion of Europe" which Gaedicke and von Eynem have drawn, 
with much detail not mentioned here relating to the composi
tion, the values, and the regional distribution of Europe's 
external trade movements. It is important to keep these 
ramifications continuously in mind now that we are about to 
analyse the duties on the actual exports of the various European 
countries to their most important markets. First, we shall 
deal with the countries of industrial Europe (Central Europe) 
in the order observed in the foregoing part, and afterwards 
the countries of agrarian Europe (Border Europe) will be dis
cussed in the following order:-

(a) Denmark and Holland. 
(b) The countries of North-Eastern Europe: Sweden, Norway, 

and Finland. 
(c) The Baltic couotries: Esthonia, Lettland, and Lithuania. 
(d) Poland. 
(e) The South-Eastern countries: Roumania, Hungary, Yugo

slavia, and Bulgaria. 
(f) The Mediterranean countries: Greece, Spain, and Portugal. 

With a survey of the effects of tariff policy upon the reciprocal 
integration of·the various countries up to the year 1931, the 
statistical inquiries will conclude. 

, Comp. Gaedicke, pp. 79-80. 
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LIMITS OF THE TEXTUAL ANALYSIS OF 
THE ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS 

IN order to calculate the figures of actual tariff levels the 
official trade statistics of twenty-four European countries have 
been checked with regard to prices, quantities, and total values 
of their most important export goods, and the height of duties 
upon them in the most important export markets has been 
computed. The extensive material upon which these cal
culations were based could not be published for reasons of 
space, any more than the correspondiog material relating to 
Part II of this book. 

We could do no more than indicate the number of export 
goods found to be important for each country investigated; 
further, the share which their export value bore to the total 
exports of the country_ 

In this connection, it should be borne in mind that the 
groups of raw materials on the free list, frequently very large, 
and also the goods mainly shipped outside Europe, were not 
taken into account. In the case of any country, therefore, 
of which the exports largely consisted of these goods or whose 
exports went much to overseas, the proportion of the selected 
goods to the total exports must be small. 

Finally, it should be pointed out that 1929, and not 1927, 
has been chosen as the first post-War year for the tables in the 
text which elucidate the structures of exports, because it was 
not until this year that most European countries reached their 
maximum exports before the crisis, so that the effects of the 
crisis up to 1931 could be better inferred in comparison with 
the figures of 1929- This deviation from the year 1927, which 
was always chosen for the calculation of the tariff levels, was 
permissible, as calculations (unpublished) showed that with 
respect to the tarifflevels, the year 1929 offered no apt'reciable 
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differences whatever compared with 1927. As far as possible, 
we have included figures relating to the trend of exports up 
to 1933 or 1934. in order to indicate more recent developments 
after 1931.1 

, For the tables in the text. our most important sources after the 
trade sratistics were: (1) The Stat. Germ. Jahrbu&h, 1913, 1914, 
1931-35, which in its [ntem. UbsrsidJren, contains much material 
relating to this question. (2) The Lesgue of Nations sratistics 
Statistiques, 1 and m (for exact title see bibliography). These 
sources will not be otherwise quoted in detsll. 



IV 

ACfUAL TARIFF LEVELS FOR THE EXPORTS 
OF ~USTRIAL EUROPE 

I. Germany and the T arijJs in Europe 
(a) Composition and Value of German Exports 

EVEN before the War, but to a still greater extent in the 
post-War period, the chief constituents of German expotts 
were industrial raw materials, semi- and wholly-manufactured 
goods (comp. Table A, p. 2(2). Among the great industrial 
PowetS of Europe only Great Britain's expotts showed a 
greater percentage of manufactured goods (see Table II in 
Appendix). Nevertheless, before the War, the absolute 
figures of German agtarian expotts (rye, oats, wheat. flour, 
sugar) were very considerable, and it was not until the post
War period that there was a great shrinkage in this portion 
of German expotts, partly due to new duties in the chief 
markets, partly due to other causes as changes in the con
sumption of rye and wheat, decline in agrarian production, . 
etc., so that in 1931 expotts of agtarian products only formed 
4'2 % of the total expotts, while those of finished goods alone 
accounted for about 75%. 

All the great manufacturing trades were represented in the 
very differentiated German expotts of finished goods. In 
addition there was a very substantial export of raw materials 
and semi-manufactured goods, especially of the coal, metal, 
chemical, and leather trades. 

Germany's highly developed industrial organisation revea1s 
a preponderance of industries of capital goods over industries 
of consumer's goods. The former employed 55% of the 
workers (semi-manufacturing trades 26%, all othetS 29%).1. 
This great inlportance of the industries of capital goods was 

• See s.h1 .... , op. clt., pp. 44, 53, and Engult .. n, p. 9. 
:lO1 
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reflected in German post-War industrial exports by a char
acteristic increase. relative, as well as absolute, in the exports 

TABLE A: CHIEF GROUPS OF GERMAN 
EXPORTS, 1913-31 

(In Mill. M" Rm. and % of Total Exports) 

1913 1929 1931 
Group Mill. % Mill. % Mill. % M. Rm. Rm. 

Total Exports (without 
precious metals) 10100 100'0 13480 %00'0 9600 100'0 
Comprising: 

A. Livestock, foodstuffs 1043 10'4 724 5'3 406 4'2 
B~ Raw materials, semi-

manufactured goods 2600 26'3 2930 21'7 1810 18'9 
C, Finished goods 6400 63'3 9830 73'0 7380 76 '9 

Including : 
Fuel 723 7'2 861, 6'4 609 6'3 
Chemicals 776 7'8 1226 9'1 844 8'1 
Textile. I 1235 12"2 1500 IX·t 993 10'3 
Textiles 2 663 6'6 967 6'5 655 6,8 
Iron, iron goods 1340 13'3 1910 14'2 1375 14'3 
Cspital goods 1I31 11"2 1890 14'1 1796 18'7 
Toys, etc, 446 4'5 548 S'3 512 3'3 

Textiles 1 =Silk, woollen, and cotton goods, 
Textiles 2 =Ready-made clothes, leather, leather goods, and 

fur goods, 
Cspital goods =Machinery, electrical appliances, and vehicles, 
Chemical. =Chemical basic materials, dyes, pbarmaceutica, 
Toys =Toys, musical instruments, glass, pottery, 
See AfUfJliirtig. Htmd.l Dsuuchlands, 1913,1; 1927.n; and MtmDtliche 

NQChw, ii, d, aww. Htmdel Dtschds" December number, 1931. 

of a number of the great industries of capital goods, In 1913 

the exports of the chemical, machinery, vehicles, electrical, 
and paper industries amounted to ZI-6%, but in 1931 the 
proportion was 31%; and even if Germany's great exports of 
capital goods in 1931 were taken into account, mainly in 
response to the Russian demand (about 750 Mill. RID.), this 
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tendency was plain enough throughout the post-War period,' 
while the export trends of the great industries of consumer's 
goods lagged perceptibly behind. 

The percentage of exports to total ptoduction differed 
materially from branch to branch in German industry. In 
some cases it reached very high permanent figures, and after 
1929 assumed a dangerous character, so that the (relatively) 
well-maintained figures of German industrial exports in 1931 
represented to a considerable extent exports at a loss occasioned 
by the credit crisis of this year. Table B shows the export 
percentages of a number of important German industries. 

TABLE B: EXPORT QUOTAS OF GERMAN 
INDUSTRIES, 1913, 1928 

In % of thei,. total production the exports of the follOflJing 
industries atIW1lntea to: 

Industry 

Rolling works, cast iron 
Electrical industry 
Cotton industry • • • 
Iron and steel goods industries 
Machinery • 
Chemical industry 
Paper industry . 
Toys 

See Enqtdte, n, p. 8S. 

26'6 27"3 
25'5 19'1 
21-6 10'4 

33'2 3"0 
26'4 29'2 

35'S 31"3 
43'3 37'S 
73'S 55'9 

Of Germany's total output of finished goods in 1913 about 
29"9% were exported, while in 1928 the proportion was 4'4%. 
ParticulaIly characteristic among the figures of Table B was 
the rapid fall in the export share of the cotton industry, which 
furnished a distinct parallel to the lag in the growth of the 
German textile trades compared with other industries (see 
Table B, p. 186 of this book)." This is a typical example of 
the decline in the textile exports of an old industrial country, 
which will also be met with in other old industrial States. 

• See Gtudicke, p. 94, • See Schlier, cp. cit" pp. 26-33. 
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In the ye2IS of the crisis, 1930 and 1931, internal German 
purchasing power fell to such an extent th2t. in 1931, not less 
than 40% of the whole of German industrial production had 
to find an outlet abroad. In the toy trades the export share 
rose to 90%, in the machinery trades to 63%, and in the china 
trades to 45-00%.1 

The list of goods, comprising 108 industrial products and 
only IS agrarian products, which was framed in order to test 
the duties on Germany's actual exports, reflects the pre
dominant position of industrial over agrarian exports. 

Table B2 shows the export values of the goods it comprises. 
and their proportions to the total German export groups 
concerned. We have included all those goods in German 
export statistics, which in 1913 or 1927 or 1931 reached an 
export value of over 20 Mill. Rm. and were mainly exported 
to European countries. 

TABLE B2: PROPORTION OF GERMAN LIST OF 
GOODS TO TOTAL GERMAN EXPORTS 

Group 

Total List . 
IS agrarian products . 
loS industrial products 

(In Mill. M., Rm. anti %) 
1913 1~7 

Mill. M. = % of Mill. Rm. = % of 

572<> 
820 

4900 

56·6 ofT.B. 6000 SS'S ofT.B. 
78·S of A.B. 309 65'6 of A.B. 
S4'00f I.B. s691 -P"1ofl.B. 

A.B. =Agrarian Exports. 
I.B. = Iudustria1 Bxpons. 

T.H. =Total Exports. 

1931 
Mill. Rm.=% 

S270 SS'" of1 
227 55'1 of} 

5043 54'6of l 

If the list excluded a great part of German industrial exports, 
it should be bome in mind th2t in the first place most of the 
industrial raw materials on the free list were excluded, which, 
like textile raw materials, ore. hides, stones, clay, etc. figure 
among the exports of nearly every industrial country (to 
some extent, in reality, transit goods), further, th2t the German 
export statistics contained numerous goods whose values were 

1 See WeltrDirtschtift, 1932, pp. 32-36; M=hinm/xJu, 1932, vol. D, 
p. 24> and Wiruclu1/tsdimst. Match 1932, pp. 326-330. 
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below the minimum limit of 20 MilL Mlr. owing to the 
high degree of specialization among manufactured goods. 
FinaJly, the analysis of the territorial distribution of exports 
will show to what extent their extra-European integration has 
led to an exclusion of exports from the list. 

(b) Geographical Distribution of German Exports 

In pre-War as in post-War days Europe was more important 
as a market to Germany than for any other great European 
industrial country. Both in 1913 and in 1927 Europe bought 
about 75% of German exports, while in 1931 this share rose 
to 81%. For Germany's best customers, like Great Britain, 
France, Holland, the Scandinavian countries, and Switzerland, 
belonged, in 1931, to those countries where the destruction of 
purchasing power still lagged far behind that in the centre, 
the east, and soutb-east of Europe. as well as in the agrarian 
raw material countries overseas; and this favourable terri
torial distribution of German exports was reinforced by their 
composition, inasmuch as the prices of industrial products 
fell more slowly than those of agrarian products and raw 
materials. 

Both before and after the War the states of Central Europe 
(mcluding Holland) took the greatest part of German exports 
to Europe, in 1913 72%, in 1929-31 nearly 66%.1 In detail, 
however, noticeable changes could be revealed. In Central 
Europe, Great Britain, which was Germany's. best customer 
in 1913, had a much smaller share of Germany's total exports; • 
the same although to a lesser degree was the case with Belgium, 
while the shares of France and Holland increased consider
ably. In Border Europe the most important change compared 
with pre-War times was the increased export, both absolute 
and relative, to the Scandinavian markets, while the eastern 
and south-eastern countries of Border Europe at the most 

I See Gaedicke, Vol. of Tat, pp. 152-153. 
I Ibid., p. 89. 
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retained their pre-War importance as customers for German 
goods. Probably by 1931 the percentages taken by these 
countries bad somewhat diminished (so far as comparisons 
are possible).1 

TABLE C: GERMANY'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1913-31 
In Mill. M. and % of total German aports, goods ...... 

aported to: 

1913 1929 1931 

Country Mill. % Mill. % Mill. % M. Rm. Rm. 

Total Exports 10100 100'0 13500 100'0 9600 100'0 
Of which to: 

Total Europe . 7680 76'0 9920 73'7 7780 81'0 

Comprising : 
Great Britain 1440 14'2 1330 9'7 XI47 H,g 
Austria-Hungary • IIOO 10'9 (1400) (10'6) (878) (9'2) 
Czechoslovakia , 658 4'9 424 4'4 
Austria 44I 3'3 275 2'9 
Russia 880 8'7 354 2'6 762 7'9 
Poland-DBDZig . 425 3'1 188 2'0 
France (without Soar)' 790 7,8 935 6'9 834 8'7 
Nethetlands 694 6'9 1355 10'1 955 9'9 
Belgium 551 5'4 609 4'5 463 4'8 
Switzerland 536 S'3 627 4'7 542 5'6 
Italy 393 3'9 602 4'5 341 3'6 
Scandinavian States 774 7'7 1374 10'2 1048 10"9 
South-East t 189(?) - 50S 3'7 286 3'1 

• Austria-Hungary, 192~31 =TotaI of exports to Austria, 
Czechoslovakia, Hungary, and Yugoslavia (not strictly comparable 
with 1913). 

t South-East=1913: Exports to Roumania, Serbia, and Bulgaria; 
192~31: exports to Roumania, Hungary, Yugoslavia, and Bulgaria; 
comparison with 1913 very doubtful. 

How far these changes were connected with the most 
important modifications of the tariff policy of these vital 
German markets sketched in the second part of this book 
will be shown by the fullowing detailed analysis of Germany's 
export relationships • 

• See Gaedi&lu, Vol. of Tat, pp. 8']-88. 
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(c) Actual Tariff Le.Jels of th4 chief Markets of Germany 

I. Germany and Industrial Europe 

(aa) Germany and Great Britain 

German exports to England, which reached almost 11 
milliard M. in 1913, consisted for the greater part of expensive 
manufactures of all kinds, besides a very large item of semi
manufactured iron and chemical goods. Finally, in 1913 
England bought about 75% of Germany's sugar exports, to 
the value of about 190 million M. and was also a good custOmet 

for a number of other agrarian products (oats, hops, etc.). 
Apart from a light fiscal duty on sugar, all German exports to 
England were admitted free (in 1913). 

The very important decline in England's relative share in 
German post-War exports, which long before 1931 had even 
led to an absolute decrease in the' export figures compared with 
1913, may be traced with great certainty to English post-War 
tariff policy. In fact, the particular German exports to 
England which declined considerably in 1929 and 1931 in 
comparison with other goods, exhibiting in some cases absolute 
decreases and in others preserving only the same proportions 
as in 1913 (which meant a quantitative reduction in view of 
the post-War upward trend in industrial prices up to 1931),1 
were chiefly sugar, chemicals, silk goods, cotton lace, motor
cars, apparatus, and instruments, and all these were goods 
liable to new English duties mostly of 331 %. In the case of 
a number of articles the English tariff reachC!i a considerably 
higher leveL Sugar, which was taxed about 6-15% in 1913, 
was subjected in 1927 to a duty between 34% and 70%, in 1931 
between 73% and 189%. Silk trimmings were liable in 1927 
to duties between 25% and 123%, optical glasses to a duty of 
50%. England's actual tariff level for Germany, calculated 
upon the export of respectively 14 and 16 finished goods, 

1 Comp. G<WJjck6, Vel. 0/ Text, pp. 87-l18. 
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amounted in 1927 to 32'7-35%. in I931 to 31'5-39% (see 
Table D, p. 226). 

The decline in the export of the articles concerned was 
remarkable in some cases. We will mention two examples. 
Between 1913 and 1931 German sugar exports were reduced 
from 190 million M. to IS million Rm., the exports of dye 
stuffs from 45 million to 28 million. 

The example of Anglo-German export relationships shows 
how effective the English industrial (and sugar) duties were 
even before 1932. In speaking of England as the only great 
European "free-trade" country up to the crisis of 1931, 
especially as regards States whose exports to this country were 
largely manufactured goods, this description must therefore 
be taken cum grtl1W salis. 

What:. however, was at stake fur Germany when England 
adopted general protection did not transpire until after 1931. 
Tariffs and the depreciation of the Pound led between 1931 
and 1934 to a great shrinkage of German exports to England, 
which fell to 383 million in 1934-that is, by 66% compared 
with 1931 (by 81% compared with 1929). This can only be 
described as an extensive destruction of the once so flourishing 
Anglo-German export relationships. 

(bb) Germany and Fraru;~ 

Toa yet greater extent than in the case of England, Germany's 
exports to France consisted of industrial raw materials, semi
and wholly-manufactured goods. Of agrarian products only 
wheat and rye flour were exported to France in any quantity 
in 1913 (about 70 million M.). After the War, especially 
after the conclusion of the commercial treaty of 1927, the 
importance of France as a market for German goods con
tinually increased until 1931. In this year France bought 
9.8% of the total German exports. In- this connection 
reparation payments in kind played a great part-in 1929 
France received reparation deliveries of 486 million Rm. and 
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in 1931 of 265 million Rm.,. and the encouragement given to 
these reparation imports by the French Government imposes 
caution in judging the Franco-German exchange of goods and 
the infiuence of French tariff policy upon German post-War 
imports. Heavy increases in French duties. which in normal 
ciIcumstances might have led to a reduction in imports. could 
in this case be counteracted. 

IT in fact we survey the development of duties on German 
imports to France. we find that in 1927 they were lower both 
for agIllrian and for semi-manufactured products, but even 
in this year were higher for finished goods than in 1913. In 
1931 they rose steeply in respect of agIllrian products, more 
moderately in respect of manufactured goods; in respect of 
semi-manufactured goods even in 1931 they remained below 
pre-War level (see the figures in Table D, p. 226). 

Particularly impressive were the French increases in duties 
on German metal goods and machines (actual French tariff 
level for metal goods 20% in 19I3, 50-60% in 192]-3I, of 
machinery 10% in 1913, 20% in 1927-31), and yet it was 
here that German exports to France notably increased. 
Only the financing of these exports on reparations account, 
together with the intensive post-War industrialization of 
France. can explain such a contrary movement of duties and 
imports. 

With the belated outbreak of the crisis in France in 1931, 
with the ending of reparations by the Hoover moratorium, 
the ascending curve of German exports to France reached 
its highest point in the year 1931. By France's adoption of 
quota restrictions, in isolated cases in 1931. bu~ extensively in 
the following year, not only agrarian but also industrial imports 
of German goods by France were sharply cut. By 1934 
German exports to France had fallen to 282 million Rm.
that is, to 34% of the 1931 figure; nor has any reversal of 
this rapid downward trend been apparent up to the present 
(1936)· 

• Sua. JaJJrbuch, 1932, p. 213. 
o 
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(cc) Germany and Italy 

Similarly. as with France. German exports to Italy were 
largely increased by reparation deliveries in the post-War 
period. so that in 1929 Italy bought a higher share of the 
total German exports than in 1913. But hexe. by 1931. the 
extent of German exports had shrunk not only absolutely but 
also relatively. Before the War it was mainly semi-manu
factured products of the iron, steel. and chemical ttades. and 
furthex numexous finished goods that Germany exported to 
Italy. Aftex the War reparation coal and coke were added 
and largely contributed to the increase of German exports 
compared with 1913. Nevextheless. the effect of vexy drastic 
industrial duties on German exports was more obvious in 
the case of Italy than in France. Whereas before the War 
the actual Italian tariff level of fourteen German semi-manu
factured articles of group B amounted to 13-17%. in 1927 and 
1931. thanks to heavy increases in the Italian duties on semi
manufactuIed metal and chemical products. the actual tariff 
levels of these two classes rose to 19-39 and 2MS% respec
tively. and such increases could not fail to have a marked effect 
upon the imports of the goods in question. In 1927. and still 
more so in 1931. very considemhle reductions in German 
exports were apparent as regards such highly protected goods 
as pig iron and numexous chemical products. 

The Italian tariff level of finished goods also rose steeply 
in the post-War pexiod. For forty-two German manufactured 
articles it amounted in 1913 to 12"1-]4'4% and in 1927 and 
]931 to 22-3] or 29'5-45%. 

The increases in the Italian duties on metal goods. vehicles. 
apparatus, and machiner:y were particularly heavy. In all 
these classes German exports to Italy showed by 1927 lessened 
or unchanged figures and in 1931 substantial reductions. 
Italy's protectionist industrial tariff policy thexefore decisively 
checked German industrial exports. although. even in 1927 
and 1929. these reductions were compensated by increased 



ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS-EXPORTS 21 I 

reparation deliveries. The diminution, both absoluIe and 
relative, in German exports to Italy, visible in 1931, persisIed 
up to 1933. The small increase which appeared in 1934 
compared with 1933 only brought German exports to Italy 
up to 246 million Rm., which, although representing an 
increase over 1931; was still below the position of 1913. 

(dd) Germany and Belgium 

As Belgium adhered even in the post-War period until 
1931 to a free-trade commercial policy, her actual tariff level 
(numerous articles being on the free list) for German exports 
changed very little compared with 1913, and in some cases 
was even lower (between 5 and 14% for semi-manufactured 
goods) than in that year. 

As regards German manufactured articles, however, even 
in Belgium a slight protectionist raising of duties was per
ceptible, the Belgian actual tarifflevel for twenty-seven German 
export manufactures rising from 7-8% in the pre-War period 
to 8-16% in the post-War epoch (metal goods as much as to 
22%). Consequently, German exports remained at a very 
high level up to 1931. The more drastic quota and tariffpolicy 
provoked by the crisis adopIed by Belgium since 1932 sub
stantially reduced German exports to Belgium, which in 1934 
were valued at 236 million Rm., being 54% of the amount of 
193 I • 

(ee) Germany and Switzerland 

The unmistakable proIectionist tendency of Swiss 
post-War tariff policy, analysed in the second part of' 
this book, up to 1931 little disturbed the closely woven 
general texture of German-Swiss export relationships, nor 
did it prevent Switzerland in 1931 from taking even 
more German exports than in 1913, although in particular 
spheres German exports had been appreciably reduced by this 
time. German exports to Switzerland consisted in the first 
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place of highly specialized semi-finished goods. in respect of 
which the Swiss actual tariff level for twenty-three German 
products in 1913 amounted to about 2-6-5% and in 1927-31 
to about 2-6-7'7%. 

Germany also exported all kinds of highly specialized 
manufactures. For forty-six of them the . Swiss actual tariff 
level reached 8-10% in 1913 and 14-20% in 1927 and 1931. 
(But there were duties on metal goods up to 24%. on vehicles 
after the War up to 52%, on paper goods after the War up 
to 31%.) 

For German agrarian exports (flour and sugar) the Swiss 
actual tariff level was raised from about 20% in 1913 to 
40% in 1929 and 130% in 1931. The heavily increased 
duties caused corresponding declines of exports in a number 
of cases. The export of flour was completely destroyed by 
1931• 

In general, however, the purchasing power of SwitzeIland 
sustained quite well the duty increases, which in spite of their 
extent, usually remained within moderate limits, starting from 
a low pre-War basis. Only when Switzerland adopted 
stringent quota restrictions in 1932, as defence against the 
effects of the crisis which had been spreading in SwitzeIland 
since 1931, there occurred an unpICCedented shrinkage of 
mutual trade relationships, which caused German exports to 
drop in 1934 to 295 million (54% of 1931), a tendency which 
has shown no appreciable signs of reversal up to the present 
time (1935-36). 

(ft) G~ and Austria 

Before the War Austria-Hungary was Germany's second 
best export market. From the figures s~ out in Table C, 
p. 206, showing German exports to the Austrian Succession 
States, it will be seen that German marketing possibilities in 
the former Austro-Hungarian economic area were constantly 
diminishing. to such an extent that German exports to England, 
Scandinavia, and Holland in 1931 were more important than 
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to the four Succession States. The majority of these exports 
was industrial finished goods, although a few textile and 
chemical semi-manufactured articles, as well as coal and coke, 
were important. Austria-Hungary's actual tariff level for 
twelve semi-manufactured German goods amounted in 1913 
to 8·3~·8%, for thirty-four finished goods to 16:-25%. 

The chief finished goods exported were metal goods, 
machinery, apparatus, and vehicles. 

The destruction of the Danubian Monarchy did not essen
tially alter the composition of German exports to Austria, 
or her tariff level for semi-manufactured goods coming from 
Germany, although the tariff level for finished German.goods 
rose to about 23-43%, which was laIgely due to the increased 
duties on metal goods and vehicles. These were (1913) on 
the average 17'4-28'5% (1927-31, 23-51%). 

It was impossible to classify the 1913 exports of Germany 
in terms of the territory of the present Succession States. 
This filet prevented comparisons of the post-War export 
movements with 1913. The sharp decrease in German 
exports in 1931 compared with 1929 was, however. due more 
to the severe effects of the crisis which were felt in Austria 
during this year than to a drastic Austrian tariff policy. Owing 
to the particular severity of the crisis in Austria since 1932, 
to Austrian import and currency restrictions, and probably 
also to the aggravation of political tensi~n after 1933, the 
absolute and relative decline in the Austrian share of German 
exports, which set in during 1931, has continued ever since 
that date. In 1934 the Austrian share' of German exports, 
amounting to 107 million Rm., represented no more than 39% 
of the 1931 figures. 

(gg) Germany and Czechoslooakia 

The importation of German goods to Czechoslovakia was 
very similaI to that of German exports to Austria except that 
Germany's export of semi-manufactured goods were somewhat 
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more specia1ized and those of finished goods somewhat less 
than in the case with Austria. 

The much stronger Czech protectionism was expressed in 
correspondingly higher actual tariff levels for Germany. For 
twelve German semi-manufactured articles the Czech tariff 
level amounted in 1927 to 10'3-12'6'7' ... in 1931 to 13.8-17% 
(as much as 28%, however. in the case of semi-manufactured 
metal goods). Compared with the Austrian tariff of 1913. 
the Czech duties on finished goods were more increased by 
1927 than the Austrian ones. For thirty-four finished articles 
(especially metal goods. apparatus, machinery, and vehicles). 
the Czech actual tarifflevel in 1927 and 1931 was about 28-55%. 
In the case of some articles Czech duties had reached pro
hibitive heights by 1927. still more so by 1931 (e.g. radio 
apparatus 46-52%. tool machinl!S 52%, motOr-car.l 34-55%). 
As regards the latter goods sharp decreases in German exports 
to Czecho.tovakia can be found between 1927 and 1931, to 
such an extent that, in spite of the gener.d decline, they are 
plainly due much more to high duties than to the diminished 
purchasing power of 1931. 

In 1932 Czech import policy became more drastic, employ
ing the new devices of quotas, exchange restrictions, and 
licences, and after 1931 German exports to Czechoslovakia 
declined both absolutely and relatively so rapidly that in 1934 
they amounted to no more than 148 million Rm. and only 
represented 38% of the 1931 figures. 

H. Germany and Agrarian Europe 

l'RI!LIMnwly Rl!MAB: Grouping tf /3urop«ln Bortler States 

The States of Border Europe as markets for Germany were 
of varying importance. Some of them were so unimportant 
that no useful pwpose would be served by analysing theiI 
duties on German exports, while others were of high signi
ficance. In the following sections we have classified the 
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sixteen States concerned in groups, and only dealt with few 
of the larger States individually. The order was: 

1. Netherlands; 2. Scandinavia (Denmark, Sweden, Norway, 
and Finland); 3. Baltic States (Esthonia, Lettland, Lithuania); 
4. Poland; 5. South-Eastern Europe (Roumania, Hungary, 
Yugoslavia, Bulgsria); 6. The Mediterranean States (Greece, 
Portugal, Spain). 

(aa) Germany and the Netherlands 

In DO other country in Europe did German post-War exports 
increase so ~uch when compared with 1913 as in the case of 
the Netherlands. Holland was Germany's fifth best customer 
before the War, and climbed to first place in 1929, and even 
in 1931 still occupied the second place. All groups of goods 
were represented, finished goods being most prominent. 
This peculiar development was rendered possible only by 
the consistent Dutch free-ttade policy, even in post-War 
Europe. All goods were admitted practically free or taxed 
by fiscal duties of 5-8% at the most. In 1931 German exports 
to Holland, valued at 955 million Rm., were 38% above the 
value of 1913, an improvement which was only exceeded by 
German exports to Sweden. And it was not until 1932 that 
Holland resorted to sharp import-restricting quotas, because 
the duties and other import-restricting measures of her most 
important markets (especially Germany and England) reached 
unprecedented proportions. Since then Germany's flourish
ing export ttade with Holland has been much reduced. From 
1931-34 it declined continuously and fell to 482 millions, which 
represented only 50'5% of the value of 1931 and not much 
more than 33'3% of that in 1929. 

(bb) Germany and the ScandinafJian Staks 

The four North European States became very important 
German markets during the post-War period, and in the 
aggregate they constituted Germany's second-best European 
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customers in 1929 and 1931. Denmark and Sweden took by 
ID the largest share (1913, 65%; 1927, 70%; 1931, 76% of 
German exports to Scandinavia). The chief exports were 
highly specialized semi- and wholly-manufactured goods, coal, 
and coke. Also cereals (rye and oats), flour, and sugar were 
exported, especially to Denmark, Norway, and Finland. This 
favourable development was reinforced in the case of Denmark 
and Norway by a strong free-trade policy, which admitted 
numerous semi- and wholly-manufactured articles and nearly 
all agrarian products free of duty and imposed very moderate 
duties on the rest. In Sweden it was the retention of nearly 
all the pre-War rares in spite of the higher post-War price 
level which gave German exports a great impetus. Although 
Finland pursued a pronounced protectionist policy in con
nection with various industries, the separation of the Finnish 
market from Russian pre-War imports and the supply of 
Fmland's industrial requirements by Central and Western 
Europe stimulated German trade. 

There is no need to elucidate the changes of the Scandinavian 
tariff levels for German exports in view of extensive free trade 
or a few low fiscal duties in the case of Denmark and Norway, 
while in the case of Finland the volume ~f her industrial 
imports from Germany was so slight as to render it hardly 
worth while.1 From 1913 to 1931 the Swedish tariff level 
for German semi-finished goods fell from 24-32% to 10-1&%, 
while nineteen German finished articles were liable to 

duties on the average of 16-24% in 1913, and II-22% in 
1927 and 1931. 

In one direction only Sweden and Norway joined general 
European protectionism after the outbreak of the world 
economic crisis. Since 1929 they increased the corn and 
sugar duties, especially Finland. (Rye duty in Sweden, 1913, 
29%. 1931, 50'5%. rye-floUI duty and wheat-floUI duty in 
Finland, 1913.0 (free); 1931. 190% and IIO%). 

1 So far as the actUB! tariff level. of these countries for Germany 
could be ca1cuIated. they may be gathered from Table D. p. 226. 
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By 1931 German agrarian exports to Scandinavia were much 
reduced by these duties, and German flour exports to Finland 
in I931 were as good as destroyed, while exports of manu
factures to all these countries were well maintained even in 
I93I • 

The departure from the Gold Standard by all four Scandi
navian countries at the end of I93I, the adoption of retaliatory 
measures against the dxastic restriction of imports of live-stock 
and dairy produce into Germany, quotas and duty increases in 
Sweden, and currency restrictions in Denmark since I932 
all inllicted heavy losses upon the highly developed trade 
relationships between Germany ood these countries. The 
result was that German exports to Scandinavia, which were 
valued at 538 million Rm. in 1932, shrank to 461 million in 
1934, which represented only 51 and 44% respectively of the 
I931 figures. 

(cc) Germany and the Baltic States 

Measured by the total value of German exports the im
portance of the three Baltic States, Esthonia, Lettland, and 
Lithuania, was, of course, very small. In 1929 all three 
countries together bought German goods to the value of 
192 million Rm. and in 1931 the value of German exports was 
1I2 million Rm. These imports consisted of numerous small 
items of German semi- and wholly-manufactured articles, the 
latter predominating in consequence of the slight industrial 
development of these countries, although Esthonia and 
Lettland have successfully attempted to start textile industries. 
Compared with the high Russian pre-War tariff level the 
tariffs of these States in most cases signified a lowering of 
tariff barrier for German exports. But the Lettish tariff of 
1928 produced such a rise in the industrial tariff level, com
pared with the previous tariff, that in 1931 the Lettish duties 
on German semi-manufactured textile goods, with an average 
height of 29-33 %, considerably exceeded the Russian of 1913. 
Combed yarn was liable to a duty of 4<r-4S%. The production 
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of finished textile goods was sheltered by high protectionist 
duties in all three States even in 1927, and still more so in 
1931, which reduced German textile exports.l (Lettish duty 
on German cotton stockings, 1927, 28·5%; 1931, 46.7%.) 
Calculations of the actual Baltic tariff levels for German 
exports have been omitted. The heavy increase in textile 
duties was the essential factor in judging their industrial 
tariff policy. 

(dd) Gemumy and Poland 

In spite of her excessive tariff levels the Russia of 1913 was 
a very important market for Germany's semi- and wholly
manufactured goods. These exports consisted mainly of 
semi-manufactured metal and chemical goods, as well as of 
the finished products of the chemical, metal, machinery, 
apparatus, and vehicle industries. Textile goods were of less 
importance, as Russia was rapidly developing her own textile 
trades under the shelter of a protective tariff. In 1913 the 
Russian actual tariff level for German semi-manufactured 
goods was 41-46%, and for twenty-eight wholly-manufactured 
goods 46-48%. 

Owing to its much smaller extent and to general impover
ishment, Poland could never have offered Germany a substitute 
for the lost Russian market during the period when a com
pletely transformed Russia withdrew as a buyer of German 
gqods (up till about 1925). Whereas, however, from this time 
forth Russia increasingly figured as a buyer, chiefly of German 
capital goods, the political and economical tension between 
Germany and Poland effected quite unusual conditions in 
German-Polish trade. Between 1925 and 1931 both countries 
applied their autonomous duties-whicll, was an exceptional 
case in European post-War commercial policy during this 
period-and thereby erected tariff walls of unexampled height 
hetween each other. The consequence was an extensive 
destruction of German exports to Poland and vice versa long 

1 See Enquire, n,pp. zI8-219 and 28S-287. 
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before the outbreak of the world economic crisis. The Polish 
actual tariff level of 1927 for German semi-manufactured 
goods, amounting to 13'4-20'8%, meant a sharp fall COIpPaIed 
with the Russian pIe-WaI level, but the introduction of additions 
to the autonomous duties in the yea! 1928, affecting chiefly 
Germany, drove the Polish actual tariff level up to 37-52% 
in 1931. (Semi-manufactured metal goods, 1927, 20'5-39%; 
1931, 6o-n3%.) With regaId to finished goods the Polish 
actual tariff level for twenty-eight German aIticles (mainly 
machinery, apparatus, and metal goods), amounting to 35'5-
52%, already in 1927, exceeded the Russian level of 1913, and 
continued to rise until in 1931 it readIed 67-IIS%. In 
individual cases still higher duties could be found. 

In view of such baIriers, it is not sUIprising that German 
exports fell yea! by Yea!, textiles being affected most of all, 
while machinery and apparatus, urgently required by Poland, 
were affected least. Between 1927 and 1931 among all classes 
of goods the export of some aIticles was diminished by one-half, 
by rwo-thiIds, and even more. The inquiries of the Kiel 
Enquete respecting the period 1924 and 1929, which were the 
best years of European post-War economy, show a decline in 
GeIman exports of tissues to Poland from 67 million to 24 
million Rm., of German ready-made clothes from SS to II 
million Rm.l 

No other important European State showed such a marked 
decline in its relative sbare of the total German exports between 
1929 and 1931 as did Poland (reduction 35%). Poland's 
resort to stringent import prohibitions and quotas in the yea! 
1932, conjoined with the severe pressure of the crisis upon her, 
a country highly dependent upon exports and very poor, much 
accentuated the devastating effects of the GeIman-Polish 
tariff war. In 1932 German exports did not exceed 93 
million Rm. Although the policy of Adolf Hitler has effected 
a fundamental change in German-Polish relationships, in 
the sense of peaceful political co-operation, since December 

• Enqult., Il, pp. 27!r28I. 
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1933, the German exports to Poland continued on the down
grade. In 1934 German exports failed to rise above the value 
of 55 million Rm. and were no less than 71 % below the already 
very small figure of 1931. If the new German-Polish friend
ship is to effect a transformation in German-Polish economic 
relations, it will have to restore the integration of production 
between Germany and her largest eastern neighbour, once so 
flourishing in pre-War times, but systematically ruined during 
the post-War period up to the present time (1935). 

(ee) Germany and tM European South-East 

German pre-War exports to the Balkan States-Roumania, 
Serbia, and Bulgaria-amounting to 189 million M. in I913 
were of slight importance. The great increase in the total 
German exports to the four States of south-eastern Europe
ROllmania, Hungary, Yugoslavia, and Bulgaria-to 507 million 
in 1929 was the result of the incorporation into Roumania 
and Yugoslavia of portions of former Austro-Hungarian terri
tory, as well as of the re-shaping of Hungary, and is therefore 
useless for comparison with 19I3. It may, however, be stated 
(see pp. 205-206 of this book) that the receptivity of the Balkan 
States for German industrial exports has by no means improved 
in the post-War period.' Before the War only Roumania, 
which bought 140 million M. of German exports, was a 
substantial market, while Bulgaria and Serbia together only 
bought goods to the value of 49 million M. Also after the 
War Bulgaria remaine4. too small a market for Germany, owing 
to general impoverishment and excessive tariffs, to justify 
calculations of actual tariff levels for German exports. In 

~ -
• This is also shown by the fact that the value of Germany's export 

figures for approximately the same territory in 1913 and 1927, viz.: 
for Austria-Hungsry, Roumania, Serbia, and Bulgaria in 1913, and 
for Austria-Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Roumania, Yugoslavia, and 
Bulgaria in I92!j-31 show diminishing percentages to total exportS. 
1913, 12-8%; 1929, II'9%; 1931, 10-4%. See Gaediclu, Vol. of 
Text, pp. 89, 91, 92. 
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spite of the population more than doubling, German exports 
to Roumania only increased to 169 million Rm. in the year 
1929. Hungary and Yugoslavia respectively bought 145 and 
153 million Rm. of German goods in 1929. In 1931 German 
exports to all four states were below 100 million Rm. 

Finished goods predominated among the German exports. 
The chief semi-manufactured articles were yams, metal goods, 
and chemicals. Among finished goods, the machine-making, 
apparatus, and metal industries took a leading plaCC;, while 
textile exports appreciably diminished. In the case of 
Roumania and Yugoslavia a certain amount of machinery was 
exported on reparations account. 

Ronmanian duties on semi-manufactured German goods 
reached an average of 19-50% in 1913, of 22'5-54% in 1927. 
and 35-77% in 1931. For thirteen German finished articles 
(chiefly metal goods and machines) the Roumanian actual 
tariff level was in I913. 18-21%. while in the post-War period 
it was I8-50%. These figures give an idea of the rising tariff 
barriers which German exports had to surmount in Roumania 
after the War. Some duties were even much higher. Duties 
on cotton and woollen tissues were as much as 95%. 

German exports of semi-manufactured goods to Hungary 
were too small to provide actual tariff levels. For ten German 
finished goods the tariff level in 1927 was 34-54%. which 
rose to 42'5-61% in 1931. (It was 16-25% in Austria
Hungary in 19I3.) Metal goods and machines had to pay 
very high duties (machines up to 47% in I931. metal goods 
up to more than 120%). Only highly specialized manu_ 
factures urgently required could overcome duties like these. 
and yet even here the shrinkage of German exports between 
1927 and I931 was often great. 

Yugoslavian industrial protectionism remained far behind 
that of Hungary or Roumania. not to mention the high tariff 
walls of Bulgaria. The actual tariff level for seven German 
finished goods (metal goods and machines) worked out at 
16-4-24% in 1927 and 1931. 
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Yet in respect of all these States, although least in the case 
of Yugoslavia, it must be emphasized thzt a great part of their 
high duties could not be comprehended in the calculation of 
actual tariff levels, owing to their effect in excluding imports 
altogether, so thzt the analysis of their potential tariff It:fJels 
was more necessary in their case than in thzt of less extreme 
protectionist countries, in otder to judge their tariff policy. 

Between 1925 and 1929 particularly, the import of textile 
manufacrures by these countries diminished, and the amount 
of wholly-manufactured imports generally was below the 
pre-War level.1 The effects of the world economic crisis 
were severe in these agrarian countries, so thzt their share 
of the total German exports in 1931 only amounted to 3'1%. 
Further heavy faIls in the prices of their export products, 
involving a fresh diminution of purchasing power; quota and 
currency restrictions, as well as the prohibition of certain 
imports in 1931 and 1932, reduced very much German 
exports to these four south-eastern States, which (1934) only 
amounted to 141 million Rm. and were 61% below the already 
low figures of 1931. 

(if) Germany and the Mediterranean States 

Among the three Mediterranean States, Greece, Portugal, 
and Spain, only Spain was a sufficiendy important customer 
to justify the provision of figures of actual tariff levels, whilst 
German exports to Portugal and Greece were limited to a very 
small volume." In 1913, the three countries togethet bought 
219 million M. worth of German goods. The figures for 
1929 and 1931 being 359 million and 236 million Rm. respec
tively, and Spain's share being 143, 218, and 132 million M. 
respectively. By far the greater part of the goods exported 
were German finished articles, although Spain bought a 
certain amount of semi-manufactured chemical and metal 

1 See E"'luiU, u, pp. 218-219, 26,]-268, 274-275. 
I As regards Greece, post-War exports were stimulated to some 

extent by the increased population and temporary reparation deliveries. 
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goodS. Machinery, apparatus, vehicles, and metal goods 
constituted the main export groups. 

The Spanish tariff level for semi-manufilctured German 
goods was no more than 2'2-4'4% in 1913 and 1927, and rose 
to only 12-12'5% in 1931. The high Spanish post-War 
duties on the most important semi-manufilctured products 
of the metal and chemical trades had the effect of excluding 
imports of these trades, therefore for the pmpose of our 
calculation they remained mostly potential duties. 

For German exports of finished goods the Spanish tariff 
level in 1913 was 28-41% and rose to 49-106% in the post-. 
War period. If despite such duties a considerable quantity 
of German machines, metal goods and vehicles _found their 
way to Spain,it was because they were mainly highly specialized 
products which were needed in connection with the Spanish 
industrialization, and were admitted in a number of cases at 
specially low duties.' Moreover, in the case of numerous 
goods these duties were responsible for sharp declines in 
exports between 1927 and 1931 or even in comparison with 
the figures of 1913 .• 

The fluctuations of the Peseta, the revolutionary unrest 
since 1931, the severe pressure of the world economic crisis 
upon Spain, and her adoption of quota restrictions since 1932 
much reduced German exports after 1931. In 1934 German 
exports fell to a value of 87'S million Rm., being 63% of 
1913, but only 40 % of 1929. 

(d) General Trend of German Exports, 1913-34 
(See Table D, p. 226) 

If we contemplate the general trend of German exports 
between 1913 and 1931, we find that after the stabilization of 

1 See Part II, pp. 17frI77 of this book. 
I Only one example need be mentioned. With a duty of 20% in 

1913, Germany exported locomotives to Spain to the value of 10 
million Mark; with 8 duty of S3% in 1927 to the value of 6 million 
Rm.; with. duty of 73 % in 1931 German exports were eninguished. 
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the Mark in 1924> they showed a steady rise in values and 
volume up to the culminating point of the year 1929; then 
Germany's exports had practically regained the volume of 
1913, even after allowance is made for price changes. Their 
composition, however, had distinctly changed in favour of 
export of capital goods, while their geographical distribution 
revealed far-reaching pre-War tendencies. The set-back of 
1931 remained less in extent of import shrinkage of almost 
all the other European States (see Table I of Appendix). 
It seemed as if Germany's unparalleled agrarian protection 
since 1929. the ever rising tariff walls in Europe, and the 
profound changes in European and world economy caused 
by the War, would not provoke structural changes in 
German exports. But the circumstances which made this 
apparently favourable development in 1931 possible were 
quite special and transitory. Owing to the increasing dis
placement of consumer's goods by capital goods in the total 
of her exports, Getmany was less severely hit by European 
and world industrial protection, which imposed permanent 
high duties on consumer's goods, especially on textile articles. 
The non-recurring requirements of Russian industrialization 
and the 400 million Rm. reparations exports helped also to 
maintain Getmany's export. Moreover, Getmany enjoyed 
the benefit of the contrasting movement of agrarian and 
industrial prices which operated so much to the detriment 
of agrarian and raw material countries in the first years of the 
crisis. In 1931 the world agrarian export index of the lGel 
Enquete was 89, the index of German' finished goods II S 
(1913 = 100).1 

These non-recurring assets of German exports were re
inforced by the equally transitory advantages of their geo
graphical distribution. Germany was very fortunate in 1931 
in that she was most closely connected with countries that in 
the main pursued a liberal tariff policy (Holland, Scandinavia, 
Great Britain, Switzerland, and Belgium), so that these States 

1 See EnquIte, I, p. 254. 
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alone took 32-8% of her exports in 193I, whereas the fortresses 
of European protection, Poland, the south-eastern States, 
Spain, and Italy played a lesser part, although Germany's 
exports suffered severely in this quatter in I931. 

When the free-ttade States in 1931 and 1932 adopIed 
retaliatory measUIes against the ever-increasing German 
agrarian protection, when the countries in the Sterling area 
departed from the Gold Standard, when quota restrictions 
were introduced all over Europe, when reparations were 
extinguished and exports to Russia dwindled, Germany's 
exports fell rapidly. A very heavy shrinking process started 
in I932 and reached figures in the following years which would 
have been deemed hardly possible in 193I. In 1932 German 
exports were reduced to S-74 milliard Rm., in 1934 to 4-17 
milliard Rm., and were therefore in this year only 43'5% of the 
I93I and 30·8% of the I929 figures. Such a level as this 
is in the long run fatal to an industrial country like 
Germany, not only for the discharge of her private debts, 
but also for supplying her vital needs in agricultUIal produce 
and raw materials. 



TABLE D: IMPORTANT ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS FOR GERMAN EXPORTS, 1913-31 

A B C 
Countty 

1913 1927 1931 1913 1927 1931 1913 1927 '931 

England - - - - - - Duty free 1111 32 '7-35'0 11fI3I'S-39'O 
France , ,,, 49'5-56-0 23'3-<>7'7 IZI-13"o 1101 16-3-24'6 8'7-14'5 9-o-'5'S cU'u·o-%8·z, 20'6-42'0 "'5-50'0 
Italy - - - 'UI ,,'8-'7'3 1111 18'9-39'0 .6-8-55-0 (tI' 12'7-14'4 22'2-31'0 29'5-45'0 
Belgium - - - - - - "" 6-1)-8'5 8"-'4'4 8'5-,6-0 
Switzerland - - - ''')2'6-,'0 3'O-S'7 4'0-,'7 , • ., 8-3-10'5 '4'0-19'0 ,6-2-20'4 
Austria - et) 3'1-11'5 n'o-l9'o - lat, 2.7'7-43'5 23'0-41'0 
Czechoslovakia - 11·'10'3-12'6 '3'8-'7-0 - "" 27-7-49'0 29-0-55'0 
Denmork - - - (1'1'1:2'2-17-2 12'0-12.'0 12'1-13'1 
Sweden 1181 24'S-32 'S '0-5-,8-0 u-o-,8-3 UI) 16'4-24'Q U'2-21'3 11'6-22'0 
Noxway - - - '" '5"1-16'6 11'2-19'0 '2'H3-' 
Finland - - - Ill) U';Z-20'O 11'3-17'0 14-0-19'8 
Poland, - (lot 13'4-2.0,8 37-0-57-0 - '''' 35'5-52'0 67'o-US'O 
ROUJIIlIIIia • '"~ 18'8-so-0 "'5-54'0 3S'0-,7'O flU 17'740-8 X7"1-50'o 8'3-44'0 
Hungary - - - - (10) 34'0-54'0 42'5-6'-0 
Yusoslavia - - - - ('I 16'4-24'0 24-0-25'4 
Spain Ctl2'2-4'4 2'S-3" 12'0-1.2'5 1".28-00041'0 49-o-x06 51'0-105-0 

~ 

~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 

i 
n 

~ 
Whenever I y .... ha, not b.." filled in, it it becau •• a calculation was impossible, (For method of calculation ... p, 190,) ~ 

Tb. omaII tigurca printed u indices to the figure. of the Tariff Levels indicate the number of article. actually exported, from 1<1 
the duti .. on which the figurea have b.." calculated, Figurea hive only been given for the three group. of the agrarian products Cl 
(Group A), ~-manufactwed articl .. (Group B), and fini.hed good, (Group C), id 

f6 
III 
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2. Great Britain and the T ariJJ. in Europe 

(a) Composition of English Exports 

English exports are chiefly industrial. In 1913 and 1927 
finished goods comprised 80%. and in 1931, 75% of the total 
English exports, while the export of raw materials and semi
manufactured articles fluctuated between II and 13% (see 
Table A). 

TABLE A: MAIN GROUPS OF ENGLISH EXPORTS, 
1913-31 

(Figures without re-exports and precious metals) 
(In Mill,£. and % of Total Exports) 

1913 1929 1931 
Group Mill, 

% Mill. % Mill. % [, [, [, 

Total Exports , S:>S 100-0 729 100'0 390 100'0 
Ofwbich: 

Agrarian exports 3:>'6 6'2 SS'7 7'3 3S'S 9'1 
Raw materials and 

semi-manufactured 
goods 70 13'3 7') 10'7 47'0 12*0 

Finished goods 4Il 78'S S74 79'S 292 75'0 

Comprising: 
Coal, coke S3'7 10'" 5:>'8 7'7 37'6 9'6 
Tissues {Cotton 127'0 24'" 135'0 18'S 56'6 14'5 

and Wool 37'7 7'2 53'0 7'3 25'1 6'4 
Yams Other· 15'0 2'8 "7'0 3'7 14'0 3'6 

Iron and steel t 62'0 u'8 77'0 10'5 35'7 9'1 
Machines & vehicles t S9'4 11'2- 89'7 12'4 6:>'7 16'0 

• Comprises yams and tissues from other textile taW materials 
except silk and artificial silk, also ready-made clothes, 

t Comprises semi- and wholly-manufactured articles. 
t Comprises machines, vehicles, and ships, 

S .. Annual Stat ....... t of the TTatk Q/ rh. United Kingli<1m, 1')14, 1931. 

The export of textile goods and its development occupied 
a central position in British foreign trade, With over 
38% in 1913. 33% in 1929, but only about 28% of the total 

• 
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exports in 1931, they have formed the m:zin problem of English 
post-War exports. Next in importance came the exports of 
iron and steel, the engineeIing, vehicle and coal industries. 
The exports of these five gtoups constituted over 70% in 
1913, and between 63 and 65% in post-War times of the tow 
English exports. 

Exports were viw for many of these trades, as may be seen 
from the unusually high proportion of export to their toW 
output. In the case of the tinned sheet industry the export 
share was 97%, in the cotton industry 87%, in the engineeIing 
industry about 50%, and about 40% in the iron and steel 
industry.' 

In contrast to the high specialization of German exports, 
the bulk of English industrial exports consisted of the products 
of a few gteat industrial groups (highly speciali:zed among 
themselves), and, owing to the paramount position of textiles 
and the preponderance of finished goods among iron and steel 
exports, no such marked displacement of consumer's goods 
by capiw goods was to be found here as in the case of Germany, 
so that 48'8% of the toW exports in 1913 consisted of con
sumer's goods and 48'3% in 1928, compared with 37.8% and 
41'5% respectively in the case of Germany." 

These facts are reflected by the composition of the export 
list for calculating the actual tariff levels for English exports. 
Excluding all goods below [.1,000,000 in value, it comprises ' 
four English agtarian and twenty-nine EngIlsh semi- and, 
wholly-manufactured pioducts (see Table B). : 

From the figures in Table B it is obvious that as regards i 
both industrial and agIarian exports, more than half are not! 
included in the list, and this feature is still more marked· 
in the post-War period. Even by taking into account that ( 
the exports of raw materials which were duty free I 
represented a considerable part of the goods not included 
(great coal exports) in view of the above composition of English I 

1 Comp. W.tt.A., pp. 20-29. Figures from 1924. \ 
• Camp. Gaedic1te, Vol. of Tabl .. , p. 19. j , 

\ 



ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS-EXPORTS 229 

exports, this is not a satisfactory explanation. That is only 
likely to be forthcoming from an analysis of the geographical 
distribution of the English exports. 

TABLE B: PERCENTAGES OF ENGLISH LIST OF GOODS 
TO TOTAL ENGLISH EXPORTS 

Group 

tal Lis. 
~products . 
industria! products 

(In Mill.l and %) 
1913 1927 

Mill. ,,= % of Mill. ,,=% of 

:2:27'4 
U"9 

214 

43'2 ofT.B. 261 36·8 ofT.E. 
37'0 of A.B. 16'3 31.z of A.B. 
44'S of I.E. 232 36'S of I.B. 

T.E. = Tota! Expons. 
A.E. =Agrarian Exports. 
I.B. = Industrial Expons. 

1931 
Mill. " = % of 

133_ 34·oofT.E. 
11'4 3"-0 of A.B. 

121 36-oof I.B. 

Cb) Geographical Distribution of English Exports 

No single European State was, even in 1913, so little 
integrated with Europe as England, both in respect of exports 
and imports (see Table C. p. 230). 

This development steadily continued after the World War, 
long before the Ottawa Agreements of 1932. In 1913 Europe's 
share in the total English exports only amounted to 35.8%. 
In 1929 it was 30'5%. In 1931, owing to the later outbreak 
of the crisis in England's best European markets, the share 
rose to 43%, but it dropped to 39% in 1933 ' 84% excl. Irish 
Free State). 

This relatively slight export connection of England with 
Europe was the main reason why a list of only thirty-three 
articles could be compiled for the calculation of actual European 
tarifflevels for England's exports. Moreover, Europe happened 
to be an important market for just those goods which played 
a less important part in the total of English exports. In 1913 
and 1928 the raw materials and semi-manufactured goods 

, See Gaedidu. Vol. 0/ Tables, p. 3, and Slat. Jahrbu&lr, 1934, 
p. 126. 
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(coal, yarns, semi-finished metal goods) exported to Europe 
comprised more than 50% of the English total exports of these 
classes of goods, which were the less important part of total 
British exports, and also more than 50% of English exports 
to Europe, whereas English finished goods sent to Europe 
represented only about 20% of British manufacturing exports, 
and 40% of English total exports to Europe.' Consequently, 

TABLE C: ENGLAND'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 
1913-31 

In Mill, Pounds and % of total English pcport goods 
f/JeI'e exported to: 

Country 
1913 

Mill, 
/: % 

1929 
Mill. 

/: % 
1931 

Mill, 
/: % 

Total Exports , 100'0 100'0 390 100'0 

Of which to: 
Empire, , 
Foreign coUntries 
Europe , 

Comprising: 
Germany 
France, 
Netherlands , 
Denmark, Sweden 
Itsly 
Belgium , 
Scandinavia t ' 

195 
330 
188 

40'7 
28'9 
15'4 
14'0 

14'6 
13'2 
22'S 

7'7 
5'5 
2'9 
2'7 
2'8 
2'S 
4'3 

37'0 
31 '7 
21'8 
21·2 
16'0 

19'4' 
35'1 

44'S 171 
5S'S 220 

34'6* J67 

5'1 18'4 
4'3 22·6 
3'0 J3'7 
2'9 J6'3 
2'2 9'9 
2'7 JO'O 

4'8 25'S 

• Without exports to Irish F_ State 30'5% (1929), 35'2% (1931), 
t Scsndinavia =Denmark, Sweden, Norway, and Finland. 

many articles which were vet}' important for English extra
European markets had to be excluded from the list, owing 
to their small exports to Europe, Table C, above, shows that 
few countries in Europe were of striking importance to English ' 
total exports: in Central Europe, Germany, France, Italy, 
and Belgium; in Border Europe, Holland and the Scandi
navian countries, as well as Spain. ,(English exports to Spain 

1 See GaedieM, Vol. 0/ Ta:t, pp. II4-II7. 
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in pre-War and post-War periods amounted to between 
8 and 12 Mill. £, in 1931 only S"3 Mill. £.) 

To England's close integration with the Scandinavian States 
was due the fact that she was less closely integrated with 
Central Europe than other European countries, and more 
closely integrated with Border Europe, so that in 1927 England 
sent 46% of her European exports to Border Europe and as 
much as 49% in 1930.' The purpose of the following analysis 
is to show how far European tariff policy is responsible for 
the very considerable shrinkage in English exports between 
1913 and 1931. 

(c) Actual Tariff Leoels of the Chi4 Marhets of England 

I. England and Industrial Europe 

(aa) England and Germany 

Before the War Germany was England's best European 
customer and remained so until 1929. In 1931 France 
occupied this position. English exports consisted chiefly of 
coal, yarns, tissues, and semi-manufactured metal goods, in 
addition to a number of industrial finished goods spread over 
a series of smaller items. The actual German tariff level for 
English exports of semi-manufactured goods reaelled 12-17% 
in 1913, and was not substantially altered in the post-War 
period. (Textiles, however, were liable to duties up to 26%. 
cotton tissues up to 60%, in 1931 even. up to 80%.) Both 
before and after the War, the German duties on the largest 
group of English textile exports, viz. cotton and woollen yarns, 
remained at a low level (2-12%). It might be expected, 
therefore, that during the post-War period the German duties 
would exert an unfavourable influence only upon English 
exports of cotton tissues, whiell in fact showed a striking 
decrease in 1927 compared with 1913. For the heavy fall 
which all the remaining classes of inlportant English exports 

1 Gtudiclu, Vol. of Tat, pp. 15"-153. 
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to Germany exhibited in I93I (the total. exports fell by 50% 
. between 1929 and 1931), no satisfactory explanation can be 
found in a drastic German tariff policy. So far as Germany 
was concerned, it was rather due to the severe effects of the 
crisis upon German purchasing power, but we shall have to 
add some other reasons when we come to consider the general 
trend of English exports (see p. 237). 

(bb) England and France 

England's exports to France were concentrated within 
similar classes of goods as the Anglo-German exports, except 
that woollen yarns and tissues were the chief constituents of 
textile exports, instead of cotton yarns as with Germany, 
and that exports of coal and machinery occupied a larger place. 
The French tariff level for ten English semi-manufactured 
articles was 12-32'4% and showed no appreciable change in 
the post-War period. (Duties on English textiles, however, 
were II-']O% in 1913 and 8-83% in the post-War era.') 
Very high were the French duties on cotton tissues, which 
amounted to 200% in 19I3, and on yarns rising to 120% in 
1931. Among finished goods, the sharp rise in the French 
duties on machinery in the post-War period was noticeable 
(textile machinery was liable to 6-15% in 1913 and to 25-38% 
in the post-War period). 
- As with Germany so with France, we could not find that 
the duties had any marked effect on the general development 
of English exports to France. Those' English export groups 
which declined sharply in 1927 compared with 1913 (iron and 
steel goods, semi-manufactured woollen goods ) were not 
particularly hard hit by the French post-War duties; only the 
reduction in England's exports of cotton yarns and machinery 
in 1927 compared with 1913 could be successfully traced 
to this cause. In 1931 English exports as a whole suffered 

• French duties on yam. and tissues are very differentiated, hence 
the wide limits between minimum and maximum dutiea. 
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considerabJe reduction, due to the beginning of the crisis in 
France, but. owing to the more favourable economic conditions 
there, the reduction was kept within more moderate limits 
than in the case of Germany, so that France became Great 
Britain's best European customer. 

(cc) England and Italy 

Both before and after the War coal constituted about 50% 
of England's exports to Italy. The balance was distributed 
over classes of goods too small for the calculation of actual 
Italian tariff levels. Nevertheless, it is obvious that tariff 
policy has here played a great part in connection with the 
decline in English post-War exports. Where England suffered 
the greatest losses, in exports of iron, steel, and woollen tissues 
to Italy, heavy Italian duty increases particularly impeded 
English trade. (Woollen tissues in 1913,9'5-14%, in post-War 
period up to 30%; pig iron, 1913, 12·6%, 1927-31, 24-43%. 
Tinned sheets, 1913, 38-50%, post-War period up to 60%.) 
Even in the decline of coal exports, from 6'2 Mill. £ in 1913 
to 5'2 Mill. £ in 1931, the 10% duty on coal imposed in the 
latter year prohably played some part, in conjunction with 
reduced Italian demand, caused by the development of water 
power and general reduction in purchasing power in this third 
year of the economic crisis. 

(dd) England and Belgium 

In the post-War period up to 1929 England's exports to 
Belgium sbowed an unusual improvement, but in 1931 suffered 
an almost 50% set-hack compared with the figure of 1929. 
Even less than in the case of the States hitherto discussed could 
this set-back be attributed to the very moderate Belgian tariff 
policy. For the actual Belgian tariff level for English semi
manufactured articles before and after the War reached only 
3-8% (only cotton tissues were taxed 9-28% in 1913 and 
1927-31). 
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H. England tmd Agrarian Europe 

PRELIMINARY REMARK: The Grouping of the European BorUr Stat •• 

We have already stated that only the Scandinavian States, 
Holland, and Spain were of any great importance to England 
so far as her export markets in the Border States of agrarian 
Europe were concerned. Consequently, we can dismiss with 
a few remarks English exports to Poland, the south-eastern 
States, Greece, and Portugal, owing to their small value. 

(aa) England tmd the N.therlands 

Like the exports to Belgium, British exports to Holland 
were developing very favourably in 1929. In the year 1931 
there was a set-back. not quite so severe, but sufficiently 
serious, which again in view of Holland's free-trade policy, 
could not be attributed to the effects of tariffs. 

(bb) Engltmd tmd the North Europetl1l Countries 

England's exports to NoIthern Europe (Denmark, Sweden, 
Norway, and Finland), like post-WaI exports of Germany to 
Scandinavia, developed very well. English exports to no othet 
European country expanded so much. compared with 1913, 
as to Denmark. Even the set-back of exports during the crisis 
yCaI of 1931 was not so severe with regaId to these countries 
as to Great Britain's other European markets. As with 
Belgium and Holland, this intensification of British exports 
was favoured by the very moderate tariff policy of the Scandi
navian countries. As exceptions, the Norwegian and Swedish 
duties on printed cotton tissue deserve mention. In Norway 
before the WaI they amounted to 19-4s%and remained at 
about this height in the post-War period. In Sweden they 
reached 32-49% in 1913, but fell to 30% in the post-War 
period. Since 1932 England and the Scandinavian States 
have drawn still closer together. In 1933 English exports, 
valued at 27'4 million !, reached 107% of their value in 1913. 
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TABLE B: PROPORTION OF FRENCH EXPORT LIST 
TO TOTAL FRENCH EXPORTS 

Total List • 
I6 agrariAn soods 
62 industrial goods 

(1n Mill. Frs. and %) 

1913 
Mill. Frs. = % of 

:1561 37'4 of T.B. 
S04 60<> of A.B. 

2063 34<> of I.B. 

19a1 
Mill. Fn.=% of 

25115 46'5 of T.E. 
3330 60'0 of A.B. 

22445 45<> of I.E. 

T.B. =Total Exports. 
A.B. =Agrarian Exports. 
I.B. = Industrial Expom. 

1931 
Mill. Fra=% 

I4266 46·6 of • 
:>790 65'0 of , 

1I466 44<> of 

(b) Geographical Distribution of French Exports 

In fact, the geographical distribution of French exports was 
similar in nature to the English, in the sense that even before 
the War, and still more after 1919. France had broken away 
from Europe to a striking extent, as regards both inxports and 
exports (see Table C). Central Europe was so much in the 
fOIegzound as a market for French exports that in Border 
Europe only Spain deserved to be mentioned at all. No less 
than 90% of France's European exports went to Central 
Europe both before and after the War.1 

The most inxportant structural change in French post-War 
exports was the ever-increasing inxportance of the Colonies 
as French markets. Up to 1929 the whole colonial empire 
bought on an average 15%, in 1930, 2I%, and in 1933 over 
27% of French exports,' a distinct parallel to the development 
of British trade with the Empire. Thus, even before the War, 
Europe was less inxportant for France than for Germany. and 
became still less inxportant after 1919. This was, however, 
the case in varying degrees for the different gzollPS of goods, 
more so for wbolly than for semi-finished articles, which even 
after 1919 were almost entirely (9S%) sold to Europe. whereas 

1 Gadiclte, Vol. Dj Text, p. 101. 

I Ibid., p. 99, and Suuisliques, In. 
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finished products in the shape of capital goods were exported 
thither, amounting to 75% of the whole in I9I3 and only 60% 
in I928. Finished products in the shape of consumer's goods 
exported to Europe amounted to 51'5% of the whole in 19I3 
and in 1928 only to 40'4%.' The conditions existing in 
France's principal European markets were again very diverse. 
Light will be thrown on this matter by the following detailed 
analysis of French export relationships, which will also show 
the part played by tariff policy in the trend of French expOIts 
up to I93I. 

TABLE C: CHIEF FRENCH MARKETS, 1913-31 
In Mill. Frs. and % of French Total Exports, French goods were 

exported to: 
19I3 I929 1931 

Country Mill. % Mill. % Mill. % Frs, Frs. Frs. 

Total Exports 6880 100'0 50100 100'0 30400 100'0 
of which 10: 

Total Europe 4800 6')"7 31000 6I'9 18700 62'0 

Including: 
Great Britain • 1454 !u"o 7625 15'1 S090 167 
Belgium IIoS 16'0 7220 14'3 3580 n'S 
Gemumy 867 12"0 4740 9'4 27S0 9'0 
Switzerland 406 5'9 3380 6'7 2310 7-6 
Italy , , 306 4'4 2210 4'4 992 3'2 
Algiers, Tunis 653 9'4 5510 11'0 4780 15-6 
U,S.A, _ 423 6'1 3335 6,6 1540 S-o 

(c) Actual Tariff Levels of th4 Chief trrarkets of France 

I, France and Industrial Europe " 
(aa) France and Great Britain 

Before the War Great Britain was France's best market in 
the world, and remained so as far as Europe was concerned up 
to 193I, although her relative share of the total French expoIts 
persistently remained considerably below the pre-War position, 

1 Gaediclu, pp. 102-103. 
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French exports to England were in the first place consumer's 
goods 1 (textiles, fashionable luxury goods, motor-cars, etc.). 
In addition there was a considerable export of wines, and after 
the War an appreciable growth in the export of semi-finisbed 
iron products. Before 1914 only wine exports were liable to 
English fiscal duties, which even at that time were high (average 
62-75 %). After the War these duties were considerably in
creased, so that their average height reached 103-184% in 1927 
and II1-2IS% in 1931. In spite of the higII purchasing power 
of the English market. these duties obviously injured French 
exports, which in volume and value bad by 1929 fiillen below 
the 1913 figures, while the decline was still more marked in 1931. 

After the War the new English duties on certain textiles 
(silk and artificial silk goods, gloves, lace of all kinds), as well 
as on chemicals and motor-cars, were bound to hit French 
exports. For silk and artificial silk products some of the 
English duties reached a very considerable height (1927, 56%; 
1931,71 %). 

Up to 1927 the low prices resulting from French inflation 
neutralized the obstacles to exports which arose from tariff 
barriers. In 1929. on the other hand, and still more so in 
1931, it was in these particular classes of goods that French 
exports sustained the heaviest losses. 

In spite of these duties England was France's best European 
customer even in 1931, as numerous French finished goods 
were still on the free list. A decisive reversaI. assisted by the 
depreciation of Sterling. came in 1932. when England resorted 
to protection. Within twn years French exports fell from a 
value of 5'1 Mind. Frs. to 1-6 Mind. Frs., so that instead of 
16..,% England bought only 9'1% of French exports (being 
merely 23% of what she bad bought from France in 1913) and 
fell behind Belgium and Germany in the list of France's 
European markets. This can only be described as an enensive 
destruetion of the Ang1o-French economic integmtion since 
1931, filint signs of which were pereeptible as far back as 

• CJMdicke, pp. I~I"7. 
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the end of the War, but which did not assume great import
ance until the introduction of general tariff protection in 
England. 

(bb) France and Belgium 

Both before and after the War relations between France and 
Belgium were so close that this little country was France's 
second best European market prior to 1914 and remained so 
up to 1931. The greater part of French exports consisted in 
raw materials and semi-finished' industrial products (wool, 
ore, semi-manufactured metal goods, yarns, chemicals). In 
addition there was a brisk export trade in various kinds of 
finished articles, both consumer's and capital goods. In 
particular, French exports of machinery, tools, and metal 
goods to Belgium received a great stimulus after the War. Up 
to 193I the moderate Belgian tariff policy was no obstacle worth 
mentioning to this integration. We had therefore to do no 
more than to indicate the Belgian actual tariff levels for French 
exports in I9I3, I92.7, and 1931. In the case of semi-finished 
articles it amounted in these three years to 7"-14%, in the case 
of finished goods to 9-20'3% (see details in Table D, p. 253). 
Among the Belgian duties on finished goods those on metal 
goods were raised most; they reached a height of 20%, i.e. 
nearly three times that of I9I3. Motor-car duties were also 
considerably raised, viz. from 7'5% in I9I3 to about 30% after 
the War. Until recent times (I935) Belgium has not only 
retained her importance as a market for France, but has even 
enhanced it. In I933 Belgium took II·6% of the total French 
exports and moved into the first place "in the list of France's 

" European markets. 

(cc) France and Germany 
More than in exports to England and Belgium, semi-finished 

articles were prominent among French exports to Germany. 
This was particularly the case in the post-War period, 1 after 

I Gaediclu, pp. 107-109. 
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Germany had lost her ore deposits in Lorraine and an important 
part of her cotton-spinning industry in Alsace. Ore. yams. 
leather, and semi-finished metal goods became such important 
classes among French exports to Germany that French exports 
of finished goods and agrarian products (textiles, motor-cars. 
luxury articles. wine. vegetables. fruit. etc.). although by no 
means insignificant, declined in compsrison. 

Here, too, apart from individual cases. it may be said that 
up to I931 German duties were no considerable obstacle to 
French exports. The great losses which they sustained in 
I93I compared with previous years were due in the first place 
to the shrinkage in the purchasing power of German customers. 

For ten French agrarian products the German acrual tariff 
level between I913 and 1931 remained fairly uniform at 
about 30%; for twenty-five French semi-manufacrured articles 
between 1913 and 193I at about II-27%. 

Lastly. for French exports of finished goods the German 
acrual tariff level in 1913 was about 8%, in the post-War 
period between 20 and 34%. This sharp rise was caused by 
German post-War increases in the duties on finished goods, 
some of which were very considerable indeed, especially on 
textiles and motor-cars. But they did not hit Franco-German 
exports as a whole very severely, because the latter were in
creasingly restricted to semi-finished articles. &l the total 
French exports between 1931 and 1933 dwindled to an extra
oIdinary degree, Germany not only maintained her position 
as France's third European market, in spite of a 40% drop in 
her orders from France compared with 1931, but, owing to 
the more accentuated decline in French exports to England, 
became France's second-best market during the year 1933. 

(dd) France atrd Switzerland 

Just as for Germany, so for France, Switzerland became an 
ever improving market in the post-War period. Although 
she raised her duties considerably in 192I and since I929 
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filvow:ed strong agrarian protectionism, no one could complain, 
generally speaking, about the height of Swiss tariff barriers 
which French exports had to surmount up to 1931. although 
in some cases heavy increases in the Swiss duties led to shaIp 
falls in French expotts. For French agrarian exports the 
Swiss actual tariff level in 1913 amounted to 12-19'4%. in 
post-Wat times to about 14-30%. 

For French exports of semi-finished goods the Swiss tariff 
level remajned at 15-18% between the years 1913 and 1931; 
for French finished goods it remained stable between.6-:u% 
during the same period. and therefore at moderate figures. 

Between 1931 and 1933 French exports to SwitzeIland 
dropped by more than 40%. and in 1933 had only reached a 
value of 1 '33 Milld. Frs .• equal to 7'Z % of the total French 
exports, a consequence of the much more drastic commeIcial 
policy which Switzerland had pursued, chielly through quota 
restrictions and duty increases. since 193z. This shrinkage. 
however, did not affect the position of Switzerland as France's 
fourth-best European matket. 

(ee) Franu at'.d IlIlly 

In spite of her latge population. Italy was France's least 
important matket in Centtal Europe. The small Italian 
putchasing power. the similar sUIplus production of the most 
important industries of consumers goods (textile trades) of 
the two countries, and, further, the high Italian post-Wat 
duties on finished goods, destroyed any great export chances 
for French industries of consume:J;:'~ gOods in Italy. Conse
quently, French exports to Italy consisted latgely of duty-free 
raw materials (wool, etc.). Also the enlatged French heavy 
iron industty of the post-Wat period was able to increase 
considerably its exports to Italy up to 19z7. although Italian 
duties were much higher after 1919 than in 1913. (Actual 
Italian tariff level for French semi-manufilctured iron goods: 
1913. Z9-38%; 19Z7. 56-120%.) By 1929 exports of these 
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as of nearly all the other classes of goods declined, and dropped 
up to 1931 by more than 50% compared with 1927. The 
Italian duties had certainly contributed to this drastic reduction, 
besides the general falling off of purchasing power. Up to 
1933 the importance of Italy as a market of France continued 
to decline, as in that year she bought only 492 Mill. Frs. worth 
of goods, equal to no more than 27% of French exports. 
Thus, she became a country in recent years insignificant 
for French exports. 

11. France and Agrarian Europe 

(aa) France and Spain 

In spite of the unusually high Spanish pre-War tariff level 
and its rising to an excessive height after 1919, France was 
able to increase her exports to Spain up to 1929 to such an 
extent that during this year she exported to that country 3'2% 
of her total exports against only 2'2% in 1913 (French exports 
to Spain: 1913,151 Mill.; 1929,1590 Mill.; 1931,685 Mill. 
Frs. =2'2, 3'2,2'2% oftotalexpotts). As in the case of Germany 
and England, this is largely explained by the export of goods 
which Spain could not yet produce herself (e.g. machines, 
motor-cars, certain tools and chemicals), or by the export of 
luxury goods, whose Spanish purchasers were not deterred 
even by very high duties. Between 1929 and 1931, however, 
owing to the economic crisis, political unrest and the heavier 
burdens which these occurrences imposed on the Spanish 
consumer, French exports to Spain were reduced to such an 
extent that by 1931 Spain was only taking the same relative 
share of French exports as in 1913. In 1933 Spain bought 
French goods to the value of 377 Mill. Frs., which represented 
only 2% of the total exports. It was not possible to calculate 
an actual tariff level for any class because the exports were 
distributed over many small items. But we may quote a few 
examples to show what tariff barriers some French exports 
to Spain had to surmount, and what a devastating effect was 
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caused by these duties. Let us take the duties on and the 
export volume of copper-wire and superphosphate in the 
years 1913, 1927, and 1931. These were the products of two 

industries which Spain had tried to develop by every available 
means. In respect of copper-wire the Spanish duty rose from 
13-14% to 24-47%, and then to 26-51%; the volume exported 
from France fell from 29,000 tons to 1300, and then rose to 
1500. In respect of superphosphates the duty rose from 0% 
(duty free) to 21%; the volume exported fell from 1,050,000 
(1927) to 50,000 quintals (=100 kilo). With such duties it was 
not surprising that. in spite of great geographical advances and 
many possibilities of economic co-operation between the two 

countries, economic integration has been achieved only to 
the slight extent indicated by the trend of French exports to 
Spain between 1913 and 1933. 

(bb) France and the Remainder of Border Europe 

The whole of the remaining States of Border Europe were 
so unimportant as markets for French exports that it was not 
worth while analysing the French exports to them. Only, 
one thing should be bome in mind with regard to exports to 
the States of South-Eastern Europe. Like German and English 
exports of finished goods, French exports were so impeded by 
heavy duties on these articles, especially textiles, that even 
before the crisis (between 1925 and 1929) they fell from II2 
Mill. to 106 MilL Rm. French textile exports were partic
ularly bard hit, as they declined during the same period from 
45 Mill. to 29 Mill. Rm.. which no doubt expressed a develop-
ment of a structural kind.' ' , 

Cd) General Trend of French Exports, 1913-34 

(See Table D, p. 253) 

The trend of French exports between 1913 and 1931 and 
the actual tariffleve1s of the principal French markets in Europe 

, See EnquIr., n, p. 2.75. 
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may be summarized as follows. Up to 1927 French exports 
increased rapidly: they suffered a slight set-back in 1929 
and showed a marked decline in 1931. The development of 
important actual European tariff levels up to 1931 could not 
be held mainly responsible for this set-back nor for the in
CIeasing French commercial disintegration from Europe (see 
Table D, p. 253), although without any doubt the introduction 
of the English post-War duties hit particularly the exports 
of French consumer's goods between 1927 and 1931.' It was 
rather the destruction of the purchasing power of France's 
foreign customer.; brought about by the political and economic 
crisis of 1931, on the one hand, and on the other the disparity 
between French export prices and the trend of prices outside 
France in 1931, which were largely respollSlole, as in the case 
of England, for the huge drop in French exports during 
1931." 

The very unfavourable position of French exports after 
1931 up to recent times, however Cm 1934 French exports 
were only 59% of their value in 1931 and 35'5% of their value 
in 1929), is largely due to the tariff policy and other defensive 
measures adopted by France's European customers and the 
U.S.A., especially to Britain's tariff policy since 1932. Perhaps 
a still greater part was played by the devaluation of the Dollar 
and the Pound, in comparison with which the French price 
level has remained too high up to the present time (193S). 
This disquieting development has accelerared the strong post
War tendency of French exports to seek outlets outside Europe. 
It should be borne in mind that in 1934 only SS% of French 
exports were received by Europe, which indicates that the 
time may not be far distant when, following the example of 
Great Britain, France too will rely more upon markets outside 
than inside Europe. 

1 On the other band, the high American tariff of 1930 lowered the 
highly developed French exports of consumer's goods outside Europe 
very hsrd, so that FlllIlco's exports to the U.S.A. were more thsn 
halved between 19:>9 and 1931. 

s Comp. ProU, op. cit., pp. 27. :>9 and 36. 
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4. Italy and the Tariffs in Europe 

(a) Composition of Italian Exports 

When discussing the industrial tariff policy of Fascist Italy 
in the preceding part,' attention was called to the very intensive 
post-War industrialization of this country. This is also shown 
by the most impottant figures of export statistics, as well as 
by the growth of industrial exports from 56% of the total 
exports of 1913 to about 65% in 1929 and 193I. Finished 
goods were responsible for this rise in industrial exports (see 
Table A). As the table shows, apart from exports of yarns 
and motor-cars, it was chielly textile finished goods that were 
exported, while the highly developed Italian industries of 
capital goods concentrated upon supplying an increasing 
proportion of the rapidly growing home demand. 

TABLE A: MAIN GROUPS OF ITALIAN EXPORTS, 
1913-31 

(In Mill. Lire and % of Total Exports) 
1913 1929 1931 

Group Mill. % Mill. % Mill. % L. L. L. 

Total Exports ZS12 100'0 14880 100'0 10210 100'0 
Viz.: 

A. Agrarian exports -,62 3°'0 3585 24.6 2960 "9'" 
B. Industrial semi-

finished goods • 60s 24'0 3280 21·8 2040 20"0 
C. Industtial finished 

goods 80S 32'0 6400 43'0 44400 43'0 

Including: 
Agrarian products • • 467 18·S 2375 15'9 1900 18,6 
Raw silk 359 14'3 127S 8·S 597 S'9 
Yarns t. 41 J'6 828 SoS 663 6'S 
Tissues:l: 386 IS'4 3450 23'1 1456 14'3 
Motor-cars 3Z 1'3 3S6 2'4 IS4 I'S 

• Agrarian products = fruit, wine, cheese, eggs, olive oil, 
t Yams =cotton and artificial silk yarns. 
:I: Tissues =linen, cotton, woollen, silk, and artificial silk tissues. 

, See pp. 127-130 of this book. 
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For the same reasons as in the case of France [Inflation and 
currency fluctuations were not ended until 1927) the high
water mark of Italian exports was reached before 1929. so that 
the export figures of 15.6 Milld. Lire for 1927 were somewhat 
higher than those of 1929. The development of particular 
industries and the export share of their output was very un
equal. Before the War the silk industry occupied the first 
place as an exporting trade among the textile industries. The 
artificial silk industry developed very favoUIably in the post-War 
period and Italy was in 1929 the greatest Europesn producer, 
but Japanese competition inflicted such heavy losses in the 
Italian raw silk industry in the post-War period that the cotton 
trade became the most important post-War export industry. 
In the woollen industry, too, the export of tissues increased 
very greatly. The rise of the Italian motor-car industry was 
decisively based upon export, which increased in value from 
32 Mill. Goldlire in 1913 to about 160 Mill. Goldlire in 19"2-7, 
from which figure it then fell considerably, but remained 
above the pIe-War level. Until the economic crisis the 
average export share of the output of this industry amounted 
to about 6cr7s%, that of the silk industry, 1913, by 26%; 
1927, only to 9"7%. In 1929 Italy exported about 21% of 
her total output of finished goods.1 

The favourable development of post-War Italian industrial 
exports did not, however, alter the fact that even after 1919 
agrarian exports remajned of far greater importance for Italy 
than for all the other industrial States of Europe. Until 1930 
the proportion of agrarian exports to total exports fell, but in 
1931 agrarian exports regained their pre-War position because 
textile exports were teduced very greatly under the influence 
of the heavy duties on textile exports. 

In compiling the Italian list of exports, we had therefore 
to take into account the importance of agrarian exports. We 
have selected eighteen agrarian and twenty-two industrial 
products of Italy and have included all Italian goods the export 

1 W.<i.A., pp. 173-206, Engrdt., n, pp. 106-1<>7. 
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of which attained at least 10 Mill. Lire in 1913 or 40 Mill. Lire 
in 1927-31 (see Table B). 

TABLE B: PROPORTION OF ITALIAN EXPORT 
LIST TO TOTAL EXPORTS 

Group 

Total List 
18 agrarian producta 
22 industrial products • 

(In Mill. Lire and %) 

1913 I'J27 
Mill. L. = % of Mill. L. = % of 

1090 
sro 
S80 

43·SofT.E. 8000 SI·4ofT.E. 
66·S of A.E. 2980 7S·S of A.E. 
43·oof I.E. 5020 43"" of I.E. 

T.E. =Total Exports. 
A.E. =Agrorim &:ports. 
I.E. =Industtial EJ<poru. 

1931 
Mill. L. =~ 

4Ms 4S·6of 
208S 70'0 of 
2580 35·4 of 

In view of the fact that duty-free raw materials (marble, 
sulphur, hides, etc.) comprised only about 9-14% of Italy's 
total exports, a considerable part of the total exports has been 
excluded from the list of essential European export goods, 
which prompts the reftection that Italy must have sought 
outlets outside Europe for her exports to a large extent. This 
will be sho~ in the following section. 

(b) Geographical Distribution of Italian Exports 

Between 1909-13, Italy exported on the average 66·6% of 
her total exports to Europe, so that even before the War Italy 
was more loosely integrated with Europe than any other in
dustrial State on the Continent (see Table III of Appendix). 
This tendency was accenruated after the War, when the export 
trade with North and South America, with Asia and Africa, : 
increased in importance to such an extent that Europe took ! 
only 59.2% on an average of Italy's total exports in the period' 
1925-30. After the outbreak of the world economic crisis, 
Europe's share again increased to 64·5% in 1931; this was a . 
return to the position of 1913. Among European markets 
those of Cenlral Europe were the most important, as the 
following table shows. 
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TABLE C: ITALY'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1913-31 
In Mill. Lire and % of Total Italian Bxp(JT/s toere .... t to: 

1913 1929 1931 

CoUDtIy Mill. % MilJ. % MilJ. % L. L. L. 

Total Exports 3S12 100'0 24880 100'0 10210 100'0 

Total Europe 1587 63'3 8542 57'S 6580 64's 
Germany . 343 13'7 1777 II'9 [ogo [0"1 
Great Britain . :z6o [0'3 1477 9'9 1200 11-0 
Switzerland 249 9'9 1050 7'0 770 7'S 
Prance • . . 231 9'2 1304 g'7 H2O 11'0 
Austria-Hungary· • 221 g'8 973 6·S 763 7'S 
Austria . 427 2'8 378 3'8 
U.SA • 268 10"7 1717 n'S 1046 10'2 
Argentine 186 7"4 984 6·6 829 8'1 

• Austria-Hungary, 1927-31 =the total exports to Austria, Czecho-
slovakia, Hungary, Yugoslavia. 

Italian exports to Border Europe went chiefly to the south
eastern countries and to Greeceand Spain. These States together 
bought Italian goods to the value of 1050 MilL Lire in 1929 
and 637 Mill. Lire in 1931 (=7% and 6'2% of Italy's European 
exports). The values of exports to the different countries 
were so small that a special analysis of Italian exports was only 
wozth while in the case of Italy's most important markets in 
industrial Europe. that is, Germany, Great Britain, Switzer
land, and Austria-Hungary (1927-31, Austria). Relationships 
with other countries have been summarized. 

(c) Actual Tariff l.efJeu of th4 Chief Markets of Italy 

I. Italy and Industrial Europe 

(aa) Italy and Germany 

BefoIC and after the War and until the beginning of the 
world economic crisis, Germany was Italy's best European 
customer; but in 1931 yielded this place to GICst Britain. 

11. 



2058 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

Italian exports to Germany consisted largely of agrarian 
products (fruit, vegetables, eggs) as well as of a few large items 
of industrial raw materials (marble, sulphur, raw silk). Semi
and wholly-finished articles (yams, motor-cars, hats, etc.) 
played a subordinate part. This type of exports, only a 
few of which had to compete with German protected in
dustrial products, encouotered very moderate duties both in 
pre-War and post-War times. (German actual. agrarian tariff 
level for Italy, 1913, 5-7'5%; post-War time, 5-18%.) Of 
Italian industrial products motor-cars and motor-tires were 
affected by German post-War protection of finished goods. 
Thus the German duties on motor-cars were 24-40% in 1927, 
still 12-31% in 1931, and those upon motor-tires, in 1913 not 
more than 5%, reached 16-32% in post-War times. Here 
exports declined distinctly between 1913 and 1927. The 
severe set-back to Italian exports in 1931, however, was 
definitely due to the crisis in Germany and the fiill in agrarian 
export prices, not to the German duties. Up to 1933, Italian 
exports to Germany, compared with the trend elsewhere, fell 
little (782 Mill. Lire), so that during this year Germany received 
12'2% of Italy's total exports and became again Italy's best 
customer in Europe. Consequently, Italian exports have 
been relatively little affected by the German import policy, 
which has been much more stringent since 1932-33. 

(bb) Italy and Great Britain 

Italian exports to Great Britain consisted of a large pro
portion of industrial finished goods, especially of silk tissues 
and other textiles, although agrarian exports occupied an 
important place. In 1913 all these exports were duty free, 
but after 1919 they had to contend with duties of 331 % in the 
case of motor-cars, lace and gloves, and with even much 
higher duties in the case of silk and artificial silk products 
(English actual tariff level for Italian mixed silk tissues, 1927, 
23-58%; 1931, over 130%). The exports of silk tissues and 
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artificial silk yam fell considerably between 1925 and 1929, 
although exports to England as a whole were well maintllined 
up to 1931. The estliblishment of a general English tariff, 
the extension of Empire Preferences after 1932 and the de
preciation of the Pound injured Italian exports so severely 
that in 1933 they fell to 682 Mill. Lire, that is, less than 50% 
of the value of 1929. 

(cc) Italy and Switzerland 

Italy's exports to Switzerland were in the main agrarian 
products and raw materials. In 1913 the Swiss actual tariff . 
level for Italian agrarian exports was about 23-33%. After 
the War they encountered much higher tariff walls, so that 
by 1927 Switzerland's tariff level for Italy's agrarian exports 
rose to 19-42%, and in 1931 even to 40-'78%. Increases of 
duties were particularly heavy for live-stock, fiour, fruit and 
wine, products which could also be produced in Switzerland, 
and by 1927 these duties had almost destroyed Italian exports 
of cattle and wheat flour, while severe losses had been inflicted 
on wine exports before 1931. 

On the other hand, with the exception of the duties on 
motor-cars, Swiss duties upon Italian industrial exports re
mained low (between 3-12'10> motor-cars between 24-53%). 
After 1931, Switzerland increased her percentage of imports 
from Italy in spite of her more drastic quota and tariff policy, 
and in 1933 bought 4BS Mill. Lire worth of Italian exports, 
being 8'1 % of the total Italian export. . 

(dd) Italy and Franctl 

The composition of Italian exports to France was similaI 
to that of Italy's exports to Germany and Switzerland. Up 
to 1931 they encountered no severe impediments in the form 
of French duties, and in the post-War period, with the growth 
of French purchasing power, they developed steadily, so that 
in 1931 France neaxly rivalled England in being Italy's best 
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European customer, whereas in 1913 she had occupied only the 
fourth place. For the most important Italian agrarian expoItS 
to France, the French duties were very low (2-10%). An 
exception was wine, the duty upon which was 37'5% in 1913. 
and, after the increase of French wine duties, 1929-30, rose to 
63-126% in the year 1931, without so far doing much damage 
to Italian exports, 

The structure of the principal Italian export industries 
(rextile) and of the French market gave slight impetus to the 
export of industrial finished goods to France, Only the motor
car export enjoyed a boom up to 1927, in spite of the latge 
French production, but in 1929, and much more in 1931, 
motor-car exports decreased. No doubt the excessive in
creases in the French motor-car duties contributed to this 
result. Italian motor-car exports had to surmount a duty of 
45% in 1927, of 53-IOS% by 1931; during the same period, 
Italian exports declined from 41 Mill. Lire to 8'4 Mill. Lire. 
The extensive quota restrictions enforced by France since 
1932 affected Italy so adversely that in 1933 Italian expoItS 
to France, with a value of 458 Mill. Lire, attained only a good 
third of the figure of 1929. 

(ee) Italy and Austria-Huncary (1927-31, Austria 
and Czechoslo'lJakia) 

In 1913 the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy was an important 
Italian market, mainly for fruits and, to a minor degree, for 
manufilctures. The majority of Italy's· agrarian products 
were on the free list, or liable to low duties (5-9%). Even 
the export of manufactures was not greatly impeded by duties, 
which reached only 9-18%. 

After the War the former 4ustro-Hungarian territory 
probably lost some of its receptivity for Italian goods (see 
Table C. p. 257). So far as the Central European residue 
of this territory, (X)mprising Austria and Czechoslovakia, was 
concerned, the actual tariff levels for Italian agrarian expoItS 
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in 1927 and 1931 rose only moderately (Austria, 8-20-8%; 
Czechoslovakia, including heavy increases in the duties on 
southern fruit, 1927. 1]-23%; 1931.2]-38%). On the other 
hand, Austria raised the duties on yam, textile goods, and 
motDr-car tires considerably compared with 1913. notably in 
1931 (21-60%). As, however. Italy's industrial exports to 
Austria, as well as to Czechoslovakia, were of small extent, 
these rises meant little. In spite of the close political con
nection between Austria and Italy, and numerous attempts at 
economic co-operation, Italian exports to Austria were still 
fiilling in 1933. when they were valued at 132 Mill. Lire. which 
was not even one-third of the 1929 figures. In the following 
chapter some details will be given as to the trend of Italian 
exports to the remaining agrarian territory of the old Habsburg 
Empire, viz. to Hungary and Yugoslavia. 

II. Italy and Agrarian Europe 

(aa) Italy and the South-Eastern States 

Whereas Italy's exports to the countries of industrial Europe 
were restricted chiefly to agrarian products and industrial raw 
materials. her main exports to the States of agrarian Europe 
consisted in semi and wholly finished textile goods. South
Eastern Europe and the Balkan States were the chief markets 
for these Italian textile exports in the post-War period.' 

During the whole of the post-War period exports of Italian 
finished textile goods to Roumania ahd Yugoslavia had to 
contend with the high protectionist textile duties of these 
States. especially on tissues. and to surmount actual tariff 
levels which showed great rises compared with 1913. while 
Bulgarian textile duties for Italy (as well as for all other States) 
were so excessive as to remain for the most part potential; 
Hungary, in view of her own well-deve1oped industry and 

I Only IIBIian silk goods sought an outlet in the markets ofWcstem 
Europe with their greater purchasing power. 
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high duties, bought only small quantities_ From 1913-27 
and then to 1931 Ronmanja's aauaI tariff level for Italy's most 
important textile exports (cotton tissues) changed from 20-57% 
to 17-34% and then to 39-68-5%, and in the case of Yugo
slaviafrom II-20% to 16-42'4% and then to 23-48-3%. Like 
German, English, and French exports of finisbed textile goods, 
also Italian exports to South-Eastern Europe declined between 
1925 and 1929, from 490 to 385 Mill. Lire.' In the following 
two years they sustained further heavy losses. Since then 
Italy's exports to these States, although on a very much lower 
scale, have developed more favourably than her exports to 
Central and Western Europe, so that in 1933 they reached 
5'2% of the total Italian exports. compared with only 3'8% in 
the year 1931. 

(bb) Italy and Greeu 

Among the Mediterranean States of Border Europe, Greece 
deserved to be mentioned as a customer for Italian textiles, 
especially in connection with the tariff problem; a heavy rise 
in the aauaI Greek tarifflevel has to be recorded here. Whereas 
Italian cotton and woollen tissues were on the average liable 
to duties of 14-32% in 1913. they had to pay duties of 21-47% 
by 1927. and of 29'5-65'2% in 1931. Exports decljned 
between 1927 and 1931 from 100 Mill. Lire to 26 Mill. Lire. 

(d) General Trend of Italian Exports, 1913-34 

If we survey the trend of Italian exports and the develop
ment of the actual tariff levels of their important European 
markets between 1913 and 1931.' a clear distinction must be 
drawn between conditions in Central and Border Europe: 
the considerable shrinkage in Italian exports, which was 

, See ErlfUlu, 11, p. 27S. , 
I Owing to the distribution of her expom among a few agrarian 

and induatrial products, we must refJ:ain from compiling a Table D 
of actual IBrilf levels fOr Italy, as theae few articles would not suIfu:e 
for the calculation of figures fOr classes or groups. This applies 10 
an sectiono in the following pages where Table D is missing. 
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particularly obvious in 1931 compared with 1929. could not 
be ascribed to heavy duty increases, as regards Italy's vital 
markets in Centtal EUIope. The low Italian exports to 
Centtal EUIOpe during this year were due largely to the 
fall in the prices of Italy's agrarian products and the reduced 
pUIchasing power in Centtal EUIOpe. The losses sustained 
by Italian exports to Border EUIOpe, on the other hand, which 
largely represented finished textile exports, were pre-eminently 
due to the protective policy of these States, and only incident
ally to the teducOO purchasing power caused by the crisis. 
An event which happened outside EUIOpe was bound to exert 
also an unfavourable influence upon the trend of Italian 
exports. The high American Tariff of 1930 hit most severely 
the considerable Italian industrial exports to the U .SA.' 

Since 1931 Italy's exports have fallen again very much. In 
1934 they were valued at 5I20 Mill. Lire, which was only 50% 
of those, of 1931, and no more than 34'4% of 1929. The 
numerous currency depreciations and restrictions, import 
quotas, etc., of all iIilportant European and overseas markets 
of Italy were no doubt more responsible for this decline than 
fresh increases in duty, especially as Italy remained on the 
Gold Standard after 1931. The severe permanent depression 
of Italian economy since 1929 (a recovery did not begin until 
the preparation for the Abyssinian adventure at the beginning 
of 1935) and the starting of an African War in the autumn of 
1935. avowedly based on the need for economic expansion. 
plainly indicated that such an export level for a densely 
populated country like Italy is in the lOng run intolerable and 
bound to lead to grave economic and political complications. 

5. Belgium and the Tariffs,in Europe 

(a) Composition of Belgian Exports 

Belgium, which since 1922 forms a single economic area 
with Luxemburg. has passed through a phase of intensive; 

, Camp. lanes, op. at .. pp. 76-8~. 
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industrialization in the post-War period. This is clearly 
shown in Table A by the striking relative growth of the exports, 
of finished goods from 39% of total exports in 1913 to 56% 
in 1931, as well as by the absolute rises in the main groups of 
Belgian industrial exports.1 

TABLE A: CHIEF GROUPS OF BELGIAN EXPORTS, 
1913-31 

(1 .. Mill. Fn. and % of Total Ezports) 

1913 1929 1931 
Group MilL % MilL 

% 
MilL % Fn. Frs. Fn. 

Total Exports 3716 100"0 31900 100'0 23200 100"0 
Viz.: 

A. Agrarian exports 372 10'0 2680 8'4 2160 9'3 
B. Raw materials, semi-

manufactured 1826 49'1 10200 32'0 7900 34"0 
C. Finished goods • 1436 387 18900 59'0 13000 56'0 

Comprising: 
Iron, steel t 243 6·6 4300 13'5 3800 15'9 
Tissues 123 3'3 2300 7'2 1760 7'6 
Yams 244 6,6 1440 4'5 950 4'1 
Chemicals, machioery. IS6 4'2 2020 6'3 2040 8'7 

*' U Finished goods" also including a few semi-manufactured 
articles. 

t Also manufactures, made by iron and steel. 

The iron and steel trades, as well as the textile trades, 
and also the glass, cement, chemical, and paper trades 
progressed favoUIably up to 1929. The most important export 
industries were the coal. metal, glass, and textile industries. 
In 1929 more than 50% of the total output of finished goods 
were exported, in the rolling-mill industry the export reached on 

1 Great caution is necessary when comparing figures of Belgian 
exports in pre-War and post-War times •• In the fiISt place the figures 
aftex 1922 contain the exports of Luxemburg, the pre-War values of 
which contained in the Gexman statistics are unknown. Moreover, 
the 1913 Belgian statistics, owing to the inclusion of ttansit trade, 
are incomparable with post-War figures. After 1919 other mtisticsl 
methods excluding transit figures were adopted. 
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an average 59% of the output, and in the sheet-gIass industry 
95%.1 In a memorandum for the second Economic Conference 
of 1930 in Geneva, the Belgian Government st2ted th2t 50% 
of the agrarian and industrial production was exported, and. 
that a loss of export markets would shake the foundations of 
Belgium's economy." 

In order to ascert2in the actual tariff levels of Belgium's most 
important European markets a list was compiled of fifty-two 
export goods, which reached values of at least 10 Mill. Frs. in 
1913 or at least 100 Mill. post-War Frs. in 1927-3 I (see Table B). 

TABLE B: PROPORTIONS OF BELGIAN EXPORT 
LIST TO TOTAL EXPORTS 

Group 

rOllll Ust. • • 
: agmrian commoditi.. . 
. 7 imlusnial commodities 

(Ill MiN. Frs. and %) 
1913 1927 1931 

MilL Fn.=% of MilL Frs. = % of Mill. Frs. = % of 

1310 36", ofT.B. 
9S 39'2 of A.B. 

12IS 37'" of I.B. 

12170 45"7 ofT.B. 
940 41'4 of A.B . 

11230 45"7 of I.B. 

T.B. = TOIIII Bxportll. 
A.B. =Agrarian Exports. 
I.B. = Industrial Exports. 

10165 43'7 of T.B. 
7&s 36-2 of A.E. 

9380 45'0 of I.B. 

The exclusion of so large a portion of Belgian exports from 
the list is due not so much to the preponderance of exna
European exports as to the high proportion of transit goods 
to toW exports in 1913, on the one hand, and of raw materials, 
which mostly enter duty free (coal, hides, etc.), on the other. 

(b) Geographical Distribution of Belgian Exports 

Taking 80'2% of the toW exports on an average between 
1909 and 1913 and 70'5% on an average between 1925 and 
1930, Europe was by far Belgium's most important market, 

1 See Enquir., n, pp. 106-108, and W.4.A9 pp. I03-II4. 
I See answer of the Belgian Government to the Economic 

Committee of the League of Nations in Pracudings qf t/u Soetmd 
l"t~ Crnifermu with a visw to c"""erted Economic Action, 
pp. 126-131, hereafter cired as Pro<:., n. 
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although in post-War times it yielded some of its importance 
to overseas markets (U.S.A. and the Congo). From Table C 
it will be seen that Central Europe was of vital importance to 
Belgium. 

TABLE C: BELGIUM'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 
1913-31 

/ .. Mill. Frs. and % if the Total &ports, Goods rDtre sent to: 
I9I3 1929 1931 

Country MilL % Mill. % MilL % Frs. Frs. Frs. 

Total Exports 3716 JOO'O 31900 10<>0 23200 10<>0 
Viz.: 

Germany 940 25'2 3800 12-0 2400 10"3 
Fnmce 762 20'0 4020 12·6 4070 17.6 
Great Britain 512 13"g 5800 18'2 4920 21·2 
Netherlands 3ZI 8"9 4040 127 2970 12"8 
U.S.A. 106 2"9 uso 6'7 IISO 5-0 

The following sections dealing with the trend of Belgian 
export and the actual tariff levels important to Belgium could 
be confined to Germany, France, England, and Holland, as 
these countries formed Belgium's vital markets before and 
after the War, while the remainder ofBeIgian exports to Europe 
were distributed over numerous smaller items. 

(c) Actual Tariff u-ls if tire Chief Markets if Belgium 

I. Belgium and Industrial Europe 

(aa) Belgium and Germany 

Before the War Germany received 2S% of Belgium's exports 
and was her most important lIIlII:ket.. This figure, however, 
exaggerated Germany's importance as a market for Belgian , 
agrarian and industrial products, as it included a considerable 
volume of transit goods. Consequently, Germany's import
ance for Belgium in post-War times did not decline to the 
extent that might be assumed from the 1929 figure (m Table C) ., 
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of 12% of total Belgian exports, although Belgian post-War 
exports were concentrated so much more upon other markets 
that Germany occupied only the fourth place in the list of 
Belgian customers. Germany was chiefly important as a buyer 
of Belgian agrarian products (horses, potatoes, eggs), further, 
of yarns and semi-finished metal goods, least as a buyer of 
finished goods. In 1913 the German actual tariff level for 
agrarian products was 8-10%, in 1927 it reached 14-39%. 
In post-War times the heavy increases in the German duties 
on horses destroyed the Belgian export of horses which was 
very important in 1913. For Belgian semi-finished textile 
goods the German duties remained low (s-10%), but were 
considerably higher in the case of semi-finished. metal goods 
(12-18% before and 14-36% after the War). Belgium's great 
losses in 1931 in her export trade with Germany were due more 
to the crisis tIwi to German tariffs. By 1933 Belgium's 
exports to Germany had fallen to 1450 Mill. Frs. 

(bb) Belgium and France 

Already before the War Belgium's integration with France 
was very intense. In the post-War period the importance of 
France as a buyer of Belgian goods increased steadily. In 
addition to a number of agrarian products the chief Belgian 
exports were coal,industria1 raw: materials and metals; much less 
important were the exports of semi and finished textile goods, 
and of other finished goods. This aggregate of Belgian 
exports encountered very low French actual tariff levels. (For 
agrarian products the average in 1913 was 6-12%, in post-War 
period 6-15%; for semi-manufactured articles 7-23%.) 
Belgian exports expanded during the whole time, with the 
result that in 1931 they were greater than in 1929. By 1933 
they had dropped to 2970 Mill. Frs. which was a very favourable 
sum compared with Belgian exports to other countries, so 
that this year France, in buying 20% of the total exports, was 
by far the best customer of Belgium. 
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(cc) Belgium and Great Britain 

To a much larger extent than in the case of Germany and 
France, Belgium's exports to England, both before and after 
the War, consisted of semi and wholly finished articles. 
England was not only the best European market for Belgian 
finished goods, but also for the great industries of semi
finished metal goods. All commodities could be exported 
to England free of duty, except sugar, which was liable to a 
duty of 6-14%. 

No doubt the fact that even after the War until 1931, the 
great English market remained duty free for nearly all of 
Belgian important export products, was a decisive factor in 
the very favourable development of post-War exports. In 
1929 and in 1931 England was Belgium's best market. On 
the other hand, after 1919 the English sugar duties of 30-"]6% 
had by 1927 seriously injured, and by 1931 completely destroyed, 
exports. The introduction of the English Tariff in 1932, and 
the depreciation of the Pound, bad a disastrous influence upon 
Belgian exports. By 1933 they had fallen to 1'7 Md. Frs., 
i.e. by 63 '6% compared with 1931; this was a reduction of 
exports within two years such as Belgium experienced in the 
case of no other of her important European customers. 

H. Belgium and Agrarian Europe 

Belgium and the NetherlatuIs 

The Netherlands, which took 8'9% of Belgian exports in 
1913, became an expanding market for Belgium in the post
War period, owing to the Dutch free-trade policy; the exports 
to Holland comprised all classes of goods. Although exports 
fell to 1'77 Md. between 1931 and 1933, owing to the crisis 
and the Dutch quota policy, Holland still retained her place 
as Belgium's third-best customer, which she bad occupied 
since 1927. 
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(d) General Trend of Belgian Exports, 1913-34 

Up to 1929 Belgian exports continually increased, which 
was due partly to their composition (many duty-free or lightly 
taxed products) but chiefly to Belgium's growing integration 
with two countries pursuing a liberal trade policy (England and 
Holland). The set-back in 1931, therefore, could not in any 
way be imputed to the raising of duties by Belgium's chief 
European customers, whereas the American Tariff of 1930 
was no doubt mainly responsible for the halving of Belgian 
exports to the U.S.A. From 1931 to 1934 Belgian exports 
suffered a severe shrinkage, as in 1934 they were valued at 
13-6 Md. Frs., which was only 41% of the value of 1929 and 
58-5% of the amount of 1931. For this marked decline the 
new English tariff policy, in conjunction with the depreciation 
of the Pound, and the retention of the old gold parity by 
Belgium were mainly responsible, but in the case of other 
markets, the introduction of quota restrictions and exchange 
controls, etc., were more important factors than duty increases. 
By a devaluation of the Belgian franc in the spring of 1935, 
Belgium sought by monetary means to improve her economic 
position, which between 1930 and 1934 as foretold in the 
memorandum of 1930 grew very serious in consequence of 
the far-reaching destruction of her foreign trade. 

6. Switzerland and the T ariJJJ in Europe 

(a) Composition of Swiss Exports 

In spite of lacking any deposits of industrial raw materials, 
long before the World War Switzerland had built up a very 
important industry, which was to a great extent dependent 
upon exports. The exports consisted first of all of textiles, 
machinery, apparatus, and chemicals, but the surplus milk was 
also exported in the form of cheese, condensed milk, and 
chocolate (see Table A, p. 270). 
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TABLE A: MAIN GROUPS OF SWISS EXPOR.TS, 
1913-31 

(In Mill. Fn. and % of Total Exports) 

1913 19%9 1931 
Group MilL % MilL % MilL % Frs. Frs. Fn. 

Total Exports 1376 100'0 2104 100'0 1348 100"0 
VlZ.: 

A. Agrarian Expons 200 14'6 2I2. 15'4 150 U'2 
B. Raw materials, aemi-

manufactured 153 II~I 219 10'4 148 11"0 
C. Finished good. 1023 74'3 1673 79'5 1050 77'8 

Inducting : 
Foodstuffs • • 176 I2.·8 177 8'4 122 9'1 
Cotton goods 261 19'0 235 U'2 135 10'0 
Silk goods . 271 19'7 298 14'2 193 14"2 
Watches and parts . 183 13'2 277 13"2 143 10"6 
Machinery and apparatus Il5 8"4 309 14"7 200 14'7 
Chemicals 67 4'8 175 8'3 149 11'0 

• Foodstuffs =dairy produce aod chocolate. 

After the War the imporomce of industry for Swiss total 
economy increased. Between 19II and 1929 Swiss industry 
as a whole grew by 29%, but the engineering industry expanded 
by 61% (number of workers), and the value of exports of 
finished goods increased berween 1913 and 1929 by 78%.1 
In view of the small home market the grear Swiss industries 
were highly dependent on export. In some branches, like 
the great watch-making industry, 90-95% of the output was 
exported. In 1929 29% of the total production of finished 
goods was exported.. 

In order to ascertain the actual tariff levels which were 
important to Swit:Ierland, thirty-six Swiss export products 
were selected, the export of which" reached at least 10 Mill. 
Frs. in 191], 1927, or 1931. 

A considerable part. especially of Swiss industrial exports, 

1 See SchIier, op. cit., pp. 33, 35. and Enqu£u, I, pp. 106-108. 
I See BnquIr., n, p. 106, aod Jonu, op. en., p. lOS. 
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could not be included in the list, because of the preponderance 
of highly specialized manufactures the various items of which 
did not reach a value of 10 Mill. Frs., and, secondly, because 
of the geographical distribution of Swiss exports. 

TABLE B: PROPORTIONS OF SWISS EXPORT 
LIST TO TOTAL SWISS EXPORT 

Group 

Total List . 
3 agrarian products 

~ 33 industrial products 

(In Mill. Frs. and %) 
1913 

Mill. Frs. = % of 

768 55'6 of T.E. 
169 84'0 of A,E, 
599 51-0 of LE, 

1927 
Mill. Frs. = % of 

994 49'00fT,E, 
186 85'0 of A,E. 
808 47'S ofI.E, 

A,E, =Agrarian Exports. 
I.E, = Industrial Exports, 

T,E, = Total Exports, 

1931 
lviill. Frs. = % of 

648 48·oofT.E, 
120 79"0 of aB. 
528 44-0 of I.E, 

(b) Geographical Distribution of Swiss Exports 

Between 1909 and 1913 Switzerland was largely dependent 
on Europe as a market for her exports, as the average pro
portion sent to European countries was 75% of the total 

TABLE C: SWITZERLAND'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 

1913-31 
In Mill. Frs, and % of Total Swiss Exports goods were 

exported to: 
19I3 1929 1931 

Country Mill, 
'" 

Mill, ," Mill, 
% Frs. " Frs, ,. Frs, 

Total Exports 1376 100'0 2104 100'0 1348 100'0 
Of which to: 

Germany 30 6 22"2 35S 16'9 198 14'7 
Great Britain , 236 17'2 288 13'7 236 17'S 
France. 141 10'2 182 8'6 IS6 u'6 
ltaiy 89 6'5 158 1'5 94 7'0 
Austria-Hungary -* 78 57 152 7'2 r05 7'9 
Austria. 68 3'2 45 3'3 
U,S.A, • 136 9'9 207 IO'S 92 6'8 

* Austria-Hungary 1929-31 = total of exports to Austria, Czecho
slovakia, Hungary, and Yugoslavia, 
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exports, but this figure fell to an average of 68·6% between 
1925 and 1930. As Table C shows, the U.S.A. were a very 
impommt marltet for Switzerland both before and after the War. 

Both before and after the War, it was the great industrial 
States of Central Europe which were of vital imporomce for 
Switzerland's European exports, the remainder of which were 
distributed among numerous European countries. C0nse
quently, we have confined the following details of actual tariff 
levels for Swiss exports to the above-mentioned States, while 
conditions in agrarian Europe could be discussed shortly. 

(c) Actual Tariff l.etJels of the CIzief Markets of Switz4r1and 

I. Switzerland and Industrial Europe 

(aa) Switzerland and GemraJry 

Before the War Germany was by far Switzerland's most 
important customer and retained this position in the posI-War 
period until 1929, although her relative share had appreciably 
declined. In 1931. however, this place had to be yielded to 
England. Cheese, choco1are, raw silk, cotton and silk tissues, 
watches, and machinery were the most important goods among 
Swiss exports to Germany. Relative and even absolute 
declines in the export of particular articles were visible long 
before 1929, fur which German duties were largely responsible. 
(E.g. in the case of choco1are, the duty on which rose from a 
pre-War level of 18% to about ~42% between 1927 and 
1931, also in the case of silk tissues and watches.) For Swiss 
exports of finished textile goods Germany's actual tariff level 
rose from 10"4% in 1913 to about 33-40% in the posI-War 
period; in the case of watches the; German duties reached a 
height of 50% between 1927 and 1931, while the duty on 
parts of watches rose to 20% at the most. Coosequently, 
Switzerland turned more and more to the export of such partS, 

as otherwise the export of her watch industty would have 
suffered still more severely. 
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For Swiss semi-finished textiles and machinery. on the 
other hand, German tariff policy worked out favourably, as 
the duties imposed did not exceed 17%. The very severe 
general set-back which Swiss exports to Germany suffered in 
1931 compared with 1929 was, in spite of the above-mentioned 
heavy increases in some German duties, due, on the whole, 
more to the effects of the crisis than to German tariff policy, 
as the actual German tariff level for Swiss finished goods 
compared with 1913 showed no excessive height (1913, 5-'7%; 
1927-31. 18-25%). 

By 1933 Swiss exports to Germany had dropped to 130 
Mill. Frs., and even in more recent years (1935) were hit 
less by duty increases than by other German import-reducing 
measures dictated by the crisis. 

(bb) Switzerland and Grea! Britain 

Duties were primarily responsible for a very unfavourable 
development of Swiss post-War exports to Great Britain. 
Absolute decreases in the export figures of a number of com
modities compared with 1913 occurred long before the world 
economic crisis. For the great proportion of silk tissues. 
embroidery, and watches among the exports to Great Britain 
had rendered them particularly susceptible to the English 
post-War duties even before 1931. For nine important Swiss 
finished articles, which in 1913 were exported to England free 
of duty, the English actual tariff level in' the post-War period 
was 43%, silk ribbons were even subject to duties of 91-II5%. 
By 1929 the exports of silk ribbons, plain embroidery, and 
watches were reduced remarkably. Much more serious were 
the consequences of the introduction of a general English 
tariff in 1932 for the development of Swiss exports. In 1933 
Swiss exports to England, valued at 88 MilL Frs., were only 
37'5% of the export in 1931 and 1913. In taking 'only 10'3% 
of Swiss exports England became in this year (1933) Switzer
land's third-best customer. 
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(cc) Switzerland and France 

Before the War and still more after the War, France was 
an excellent market for Swiss industries (machinery, chemicals, 
apparatus). In spite of the considerably higher French post
War duties on machinery (1913, 6-24%; 1927-31, 7-37%), 
the rapid post-War industrialization of France favoured this 
section of Swiss export, so that up to 1931 it developed more 
than exports to Germany and Great Britain. Although Swiss 
exports to France decreased a little between 1931 and 1933, 
yet in the latter year they amounted to 142 Mill. Frs., which 
showed a loss of only 8% compared with 1931. No doubt the 
composition of these expotts, and France's maintenance of the 
Gold Standard, contributed to this result. France became the 
most important European market for Switzerland in 1933. 

(dd) Switzerland and Italy 

Swiss exports to Italy were very similar in character to 
those to France, and up till 1929 developed steadily, with an 
increasing volume of machines, chemicals, and agrarian pro
ducts, so that even in 1931, in spite of a heavy absolute drop 
caused by the crisis, Italy still took a larger relative share from 
Switzerland than in 1913. Contrary to the trend of events in 
the German and English markets, the export of watches 
was well maintained, favoured by very moderate Italian duties 
(5-8%). Even after 1931 the expott developed favourably, 
as in the case of France; in 1933 Switzerland exported 80 
Mill. Frs. worth of goods to Italy, a result which was not far 
below the figures of 1931. 

(ee) Switzerland and Awtri4-Hungary (1927-31, 
Awtri4, Cz«hoslooakia) 

Before the War Austria-Hungary was of some importance 
as a market for Swiss goods, especially for yarns and unworked 
tissues, chemicals, machinery, and watches; the Austria-
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Hungarian duties were moderate (~15%). After 1919 this 
relationship with Austria and Czechoslovakia proved so stable 
that these two countries alone in 1929 and 1931 bought as 
much as the whole Dual Monarchy in 1913. Austrian duties 
on semi-manufactured goods, like the Czech duties, remained 
at about the level of the equivalent Austro-Hungarian duties 
of 1913, but the acruaI tarifflevels for finished goods rose above 
the pre-War position: in Austria to about 8-13%, in Czecho
slovakia to 13-20'5%. The development of tariff levels, 
therefore, was favourable to Swiss exports. By 1933 the share 
of both countries in Swiss exports declined; they bought 
46 Mill. Frs. worth of Swiss goods in 1933, which was only 
5'4% of the total Swiss exports-that is, less than Austria
Hungary bought in 1913. 

11. General Remark on the Duties on Swiss Exparts Imposed 
by the States of Agrarian Europe 

The great part played by quality and highly developed 
specialization of a number of Switzerland's most important 
exports, such as watches and machinery, created a world 
market for these goods. This explains the great geographical 
dispersion of Swiss exports besides those to the countries of 
Central Europe or to the U.S.A. Numerous overseas States 
and States of Border Europe participated in the absorption of 
this residue. Without giving details, the position of these 
Swiss exports to Border Europe in the post-War period may 
he summarized as follows: As far as machinery or dye-stuffs 
were concerned, Switzerland had only to overcome moderate 
duties (Spain and Poland being exceptions with duties on 
machinery between 20-85%). The export of watches, 
however, encountered very high duties in many States of 
Border Europe, and the same applied in an even greater degree 
to the exports of chocolate and finished textile goods. 
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(d) General Trend of Swiss Exports, 1913-34 

(See Table D) 

The composition of Swiss exports, among which con
sumer's goods were prominent (textiles, watches, and chocolate), 
made it inevitable that in the post-War period they would be 
affected by duty increases of Switzerland's principal European 
customers much more than the exports of the great industrial 
countries or of Belgium. 

TABLE D: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS FOR 
SWITZERLAND 

Actual Tariff Levels for Group C (finished articles) 

(In % of Prices) 
Country 19X3 1927 1931 

Germany (11) 5"6-7"3 18'2-24"2 19-6-25"0 
France . . (Il S"~12"9 13"9-39"5 15'1-41"0 
Great Britain " (I) Duty free 43"0 47"0 
Italy . . . (0) 8"3-12"3 9"3-17"3 9"8-18"3 
Austria-Hungary (1927-31, 

Czechoslovakia) . (8) 7"0-10-3 12"9-20"2 12·6-20-5 

Up to 1929 the serious decline in exports of cotton and silk 
goods, chocolate, and ready-made watches was IIiore than 
offset by the rise in machine and chemical exports, or the 
extensive reorgani2ation of the Swiss watch industry before 
referred to.' But when the crisis broke out in 1929, severely 
curtailing the purchasing power of Switzerland's most im
portant customers during the next two years, and when the 
U.S.A., Switzerland's most important overseas customer, 
introduced a new tariff in 1930, which taxed Swiss watches 
between 100 and 266% and was PrQhibitive in its effect, Swiss 
exports entered upon a sharp downward course. By 1934 
they had fallen to a value of 820 Mill. Frs., which was only 
39'5% of the value of 1929 and 61'5% of 1931. So far as 

I See Iona, cp. clt", pp. 108, 121-122 and U7-131, fur conditions 
of Swiss watch exportS. 
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tariffs came into the question, this huge descent was due 
to the introduction of the English Tariff in 1932, although 
the currency depreciations probably exerted a srill greater 
influence in the case of the exports of Switzerland and the 
other gold-block countries. Without any integratinn with 
colonies and without possibilities of a colonial export trade, 
it is until now (1935) not clear how Switzerland will manage 
to raise this low export level which in the long run will prove 
intolerable for her highly developed industrial structure and 
her great industrial population. 

7. Austria and the Tariffs in Europe

(a) Composition of Austrian Exports 

The exports of the little succession State of Austria con-
, sisted so largely of industrial goods that we could leave out of 

account the small agrarian exports, consisting of live-stock and 
dairy produce. As will be seen from Table A, p. 278, nearly 
three-quarters of the total exports consisted of highly specia1ized 
finished goods, in addition to which there was a substantial 
export of industrial raw materials (timber, ore) and semi
finished articles (yams, semi-metal and paper articles). 

The industries of Austria were nearly all dependent upon 
export to a very large extent. In 192<), 37% of the whole out
put of finished goods were exported.' In, order to ascertain the 
most important actual tariff levels, the duties on thirty-seven 
Austrian manufactures, of which at least 10 MilL Schillings 
worth were exported in 1927 or 1931, were selected. Their 
total value (U07 Mill. in 1927, 625 Mill. SchilliDgs in 1931) 
comprised 56% or 50'5% respectively of Austrian industrial 
exports. The remainder (not included in the list) is largely 
explained by the export of duty-free raw materials and the 
splitting up of the export statistics among more than 1400 
items, many of which were under the 10 Mill. limit. 

1 Enquir., n, p. 106, and W.d.A., pp. 248-249. 



278 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

TABLE A: PRINCIPAL GROUPS OF AUSTRIAN 
EXPORTS, 1927-31 

(In Mill. Schillings and % tif Total Exports) 

Group % 
1931 

Mill. 
Soh. % 

Total Exports 2100 100"0 1327 100-0 
Viz.: 

B. Raw materials and semi-finished 
articles 477 23'4 269 20'3 

C. Fmished goods 1492 71'0 966 72'8 

Including: 
Timber ,. 217 10'6 102 1'9 
Finished textile goods • • 348 17'0 246 19'0 
Lesther and yam • , 260 127 1f}8 9'9 
Semi- and wholly-manufactured 

metal goods, , 250 12'" IS8 12'" 
Mschinety, apparatus, motor-cars, 140 6'9 100 77 
Paper and paper goods , 127 6'2 109 8'4 

• Fmished textile goods =cotton, woollen, silk, leather and furrier'. 
goods, ready-made clothes. 

(b) Geographical Distribution of Austrian Exports 

Europe boUght on the average nearly 88% of Austrian 
exports in the period 1925-30, and this overwhelming European 
orientation was just what Would be expected in view of Austria's 
geographical position and her earlier connection with the 
political and economic history of the Dual Monarchy. 

It would also be expected that the South-Eastern European 
States (Hungary, Roumania, Yugoslavia), former markets of 
Austrian industry, would form the leading centres of at
traction for its exports. Table B, however, shows that in 
1927 the Central European countries were much larger 
customers for Austrian goods, while the south-eastern 
Border States diminished their shares of the total Austrian 
exports between 1927 and 1931, and this perpetuated a tendency 
which dated from about 1925. In this year Austria exported 
43%, in 1930 only 33'5% of her European exports to Border 
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Europe,! The balance was distributed in small items over 
the rest of Europe and overseas, The detailed analyses will 
show that tari1fs were the main cause of the increasing dis
integration of Austria and her old south-eastern markets," 

TABLE B:. PRINCIPAL MARKETS OF AUSTRIA, 
19"'7-31 

III Mill. Schilling. and % of Toto! Exports, goods were exported to: 
1927 1931 

CounIIy MilL % Mill. % SelL Sm, 

T otalExports uoo 100'0 1327 100'0 

Viz, to: 
Germany 3S1 lS'l "'14 
Czechoslovakia 241 II'S 156 
Italy 168 8'0 109 
Switzerland, II4 S"4 9S 
Hungazy 203 9'7 93 
Yugoslavia 157 7·S 100 
Roumania 128 6'1 45 
Poland 106 S'o 57 

(c) Actual Tariff Leoels of the chief Markets of Austria 

I, Austria and Industrial Europe 

(sa) Austria and Germany 

16,,,, 
II'S 
S'", 
7'2 
7"0 
7'S 
3'4 
4'3 

In the post-War period up to 1931 Germany remained 
Austria's best customer by far, Among the goods exported 
to that country timber played the greatest part, Austria also 
exported leather, yarns, semi-finished iron goods (actual 
German tariff level for these goods, 9-14%). The great 
reduction of nearly all exports in 1931, and especia1ly of timber 
exports, must be attributed to the crisis, and not to high 
German duties. Among exports of finished goods, high-c1ass 
woollen and silk textiles, leather goods,metal goods,machinery, 

I See Gcwliclu, Vol. Qj Text, p. 153. 
I See lAyt01l-iW. Report, pan I, pp. ~ 29; pan I1, pp. 8~. 
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and motor-cars occupied the most important place (actual 
German tariff level, 1927, 19-22%; 1931,24'5-35%). Here, 
too, not high German duties were the cause of the sharp fall 
in exports during 1931. By 1933 exports to Germany had 
dropped to II7 Mill. Schillings (=55% of 1931, 30'7% of 
1929). Although even in this year Germany was still Austria's 
best customer, the absolute value of the goods exported was 
reduced so much as to suggest an extensive reduction of 
Austria's once so flourishing export trade with Germany. 

(bb) Austria and Czechosluoakia 

Austria's second-best market was a tenitory which was a 
part of Austria-Hungary before the War, viz. Czechoslovakia. 
In the post-War period textile exports played a part which was 
particularly important and was determined by the separation of 
the two economic areas which had been united in pre-War 
times. Before the War Vienna was pre-eminently the seat 
of a great spinning and clothing industry, while Bohemia was 
the seat of a flourishing weaving industry. Consequently, 
Austrian post-War textile exports to Czechoslovakia, next to 
yarns, consisted largely of tissues, which were first imported 
fro.m that region, then worked up in Vienna, and then re
exported to numerous neighbouring countries, including 
Czechoslovakia.' Austria's exports of semi- and wholly
finished metal goods, macltinery, and motor-cars were also 
appreciable. The Czech actual tariff level for semi-finished 
goods worked out at 20-27%; for finished goods at 22-34%. 
In the case of motor-cars and telephone apparatus Czech 
duties were so high (motor-cars 40-50%, telephone apparatus 
100-175%) that exports were nearly, destroyed. Nevertheless, 
the reduction of nearly 50% in the 1931 exports of Austria 
to Czechoslovakia compared with 1929 was only partly due 
to the high Czech duties, and more attributable to the diminu
tion of purchasing power. After 1931 Austrian exports took 

• Sec W.<l.A., p. 248. 
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• decided turn for the worse. In 1933 they amounted to a 
value of 60 MilL Schillings, which was only 38.4% of the value 
of 1931 and 20% of the value of 1929. The policy of exchange 
control and import licences pursued by Czechoslovakia had 
obviously infiicted severe injury. 

(cc) Austria and Italy 

Italy was Austria's tbiId-important customer in Central 
Europe. The backbone of exports to that countty consisted of 
timber and semi-finished paper goods, which were very lightly 
taxed in Italy, in addition to leather and semi-finished metal 
goods, paper, and a few finished articles. Here Austria had to 
contend with very high actual tariff levels (between 28 and 
57%), and the export of leather and iron bars declined shaIply 
in 1931. It was mainly due to the great proportion of semi
finished wood and paper goods, as well as to the close political 
connection of Austria with Italy, which bad been drawn much 
tighter since 1933, that exports after 1931 developed much 
better than in the case of Germany and Czechoslovakia, and, 
at a figure of 87 Mill., only represented a loss of 21 % compared 
with 1931, so that in 1933 Italy became Austria's second-best 
market. 

(dd) Austria and Switzerland 

Switzerland is the last Central European market which 
possesses some importance for Austria., Chiefly for semi
finished wood and metal goods, but also for a number of 
smaller items of finished goods, Switzerland was a good 
customer of Austria, although in 1931 Swiss duties were 
considerably raised in order to protect Swiss production of 
wood and aluminium, so that the Swiss actual tariff level for 
Austria's semi-finished articles rose from s% in 1927 to 20% 
in 1931, while the duties on finished goods remained moderate 
(6-14.5%). By 1933 Switzerland had increased her relative 
share of Austrian exports to 8·2% (63 Mill. Schillings), and 
thus became Austria's fourth largest market. 
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H. Austria and Agrarian Europe 

PRELIMINARY REMARK: Austria's relations to Border EUT~ fJJtTe 
mainly ctmjined to Hungary, Poland, Roumania, tmd YugfJSkwia, 
of which Hungary had helouged entirely to tM Austro-Hungarian 
economic area in 1913, while considerable portions of tM otMr 
States had also helouged to it. Although it was not possible to 
compare tM pre-War tmd post-War exchange of cmmnodities. 
belf1Jeen these territories, tM causes for tM redu&titm of their 
mutual PfJSt-War tratle can be shorim 

(aa) Austria and Hungary 

Up to 1931 Hungary was Austria's most important customer 
in Border Europe, but in that year yielded this place temporarily 
to Yugoslavia. Yarns, tissues, clothing. in addition to paper 
goods and timber, were the most important exports. Since 
1919 Hungary imposed very high duties upon these exports 
in order to develop her own industries. The Hungarian actual 
tariff level for Austrian finished goods reached 26-37% in 
1927 and 33-47% in 1931, while the actual tariff level for 
Austrian semi-finished textile goods fluctuated between 9 % and 
28%. By 1929 these duties had caused a considerable decline 
in Austrian exports to Hungary (from 203' to 169 Mill Schil
lings); during the same period exports of yams and tissues 
dropped from 36'2 to 18"7 Mill. Afte! the outbreak of the 
world economic crisis, the high tariff level and the decrease 
of purchasing power in Hungary affected Austrian exports 
so badly that in 1931 they showed a loss of 55% compared 
with 1929. Since then, under the influence of the "Triangular 
Treaties" between Italy, Austria, and Hungary, the process 
seems to have been reversed, as in 1933 the exports reached a 
value of 77 Mill. Schillings, representing a loss of 17% com
pared with 1931, and comprising 10% of the total Austrian 
exports, which made Hungary the third-best market for 
Austrian goods, instead of fifth-best as in 1931. 
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(bb) Austria and Y ugoskroia 

Metal goods and machinery, next to semi and whony 
finished textile and paper goods, were more prominent among 
exports to Yugoslavia than to Hungary. Between 1927 and 
1931 exports developed more favourably than in the case of 
Hungary, because industrialization and protectionism had nor 
made such progress in Yugoslavia as in Hungary. For semi
finished textile goods the actual Yugoslav tariff level was 
about 8-30%, but semi-finished metal goods were taxed 
heavily (45-60%). Among the finished goods only papet 
articles encountered high duties G!r4o%}. The exports of 
the rt'maining goods had to sunnount tariff levels of about 
lZ-2S%. In 1933 the exports dropped to S6 millions, 
although Yugoslavia's relative share of the total exports 
remained the same. 

(cc) Austria and Roumania 

Austria's exports to Roumania developed very unfavourably. 
As in the case of Hungary, the drastic RoumaniaD tariff policy 
was the main cause of this decline up to 1929. By 1931 the 
high duties and the diminished purchasing power in Roumania 
had inflicted such injury upon Austrian exports that they lost 
6S% of their 1929 figure. Austrian semi-finished articles 
(chiefly textiles) had to overcome an actual Ronmanian tariff 
level of 30-38% in 1927 and 20-59% in 1931, while duties 
on tissues and bar iron far exceeded these figures (700-150%). 
Already in 1929 the devastating effect of some of these high 
duties was shown by the sharp drop in the exports of cotton 
and iron goods compared with 1927. In 1931 the decline of 
exports was still much more severe. Since then the downward 
movement has been brought to a standstill. so that in 1933 
Roumania bought as many Austrian exports as in 1931, 
while its relative share of the total Austrian exports increased 
from 3'4 % to 5'8%. 
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(dd) Austria and Poland 

Austria's exports to Poland were subjected to very high 
duties. Polish duties on semi-finished textile goods alone 
remained moderate (13-15%); the most important classes of 
Austrian exports of finished goods, such as textiles, paper goods, 
and machinery had to pay very high duties (=-56%). Conse
quently, exports in 1929 were only at the same figure as in 
1927, but in 1931 they dropped almost by 50% compared 
with 1929. Between 1931 and 1933 the unfavourable tendency 
continued, so that Poland in 1933 imported no more than 
30 Mill. Schillings' worth of Austrian goods, which was only 
3'4% of Austria's total exports. 

(d) General Trend of Austrian Exports, 1927-34 

(See Table D, p. 285) 

During the whole post-War period the development of 
Austrian exports has been decisively influenced by the tariff 
policy of Austria's customers in Border Europe.' The rising 
industtia1 tariff walls of these States (see Table D) drove 
Austrian exports more and more from their pre-War markets, 
and they had to seek compensation in Central Europe for the 
dwindling markets of South-Eastern and Eastern Europe. The 
changes in question were of a structural character, as this 
tendency was in operation long before the outbreak of the 
world economic crisis, which, however, accentuated it to a high 
extent. Textile exports to the south-east (Hungary, Yugo
slavia, Roumania, Bulgaria) dropped from 132 to 95 Mill. Rm. 
between 1925 and 1929, and the relative share of the four 
States from 37'6% in 1924 to 26'7% in 1929." From this 
position of increasing menace to Austria's economic structure, 
after the failure of the project of a Customs union with 
Germany in 1931, Austria, under the leadership of Dr. R. Jaedei, 

1 Comp. Oh/in, op. cit., p. lIO. 

s E"4UItI, n, p. 106, and Report of Austrian Government in 
Proce.ding>, II, pp. 123-125. 
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has sought to develop new preferential plans for the South
Eastern States. only a modicum of which has so far been realized 
through the close economic union of Austria, Hungary. and 
Italy. 

TABLE D: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS FOR AUSTRIA 
(Only for Group C: Finished Goods) 

(In % of Prices) 
Country 1927 193I 

Germany (11) 18.8-22'0 24'5-35°0 
Czechoslovakia {.) 22-0-3&0 21°<>-34°0 
Hungary ".) 260 0-37"" 33°00-47°0 
Yugoslavia ° (" 19°0-28-0 23°0-30 °0 
Roumania (7) ,.,.°5-42°0 IIoS-33°0 
Poland It) 22°5-53°0 34°o-s600 

The trend of exports after 1931, therefore. has been very 
unsatisfactory, as in 1934 they amounted to no more than 
860 Mill. Schj1!jngs, which was only 65% of 1931 and 41% 
of 1929. although the fall in the value of the Schilling seems to 
have caused an improvement in Austrian economic conditions 
recently (1935). 

8. CzechoslO'lJakia and the Tariffs in Europe 

(a) Composition of Czech ~orts 

Czechoslovakia was one of those industrial States. like Italy. 
Germany, and Belgium. in which agrarian exports played an 
important part (see Table A, p. 286). 

Semi-finished articles were more prominent among Czech 
industrial exports than among Austrian exports. Textile 
exports, which formed 33 % of the total exports of finished 
goods in 1927. were the most important group in Czech 
industrial exports. The cotton and woollen trades were the 
great special branches of the textile industry. Textile exports 
showed a distinct tendency to favour yarns at the expense of 
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tissues; this was undoubtedly due to the tariff policy of the 
most important customers of Czechoslovakia. Very remarkable 
was the rise of the shoe industry (Bata). In 1925 Czech 
exports amounted oD,ly to 10'8%, in 1929 to 32'6%, of 

TABLE A: PRINCIPAL GROUPS OF CZECH 
EXPORTS, 1927'-31 

(In Mill. CTI1tJJ1U and % of TDfIzl &ports) 

1927 1931 
Group MilL % MilL 

Cr, Cr, 

Total Exports ZOI35 100-0 13150 
Of which: 

A, Agrarian exports . Z9ZO 14'5 II36 
B,Raw materials, semi-finished 

goods 3955 19'6 2040 
C. Finished goods 13250 65'8 9930 

Including: 
Sugar, c:om., malt . 2525 12'5 967 
Cotton semi- and wholly..finished 

goods , . 3070 15'3 1580 
Woollen semi- and wholly-finished 

goods . 2020 10'4 II40 
Glass, glass articles, ceramic 1603 S'o 1294 
Semi- and wholly-finished textiles * 3000 14'S 2668 
Machinery, apparatus, metalSoods t 2433 J2'0 1974 
Coal and timber , Z036 10-0 95[ 

* Textiles =siIk, leather, 1Iax goods, and clothing. 
t Metal goods =semi- and wholly-4inished articles, 

% 

100-0 

87 

IS'S 
75'S 

1'3 

12'0 

87 
9-S 

20"2 
[5'1 
7'2 

world shoe exports. The glass trade likewise occupied a ! 

leading position. In 1913 it exported 27-6%, and in 1929 
31-3'1 .. of the world's export of this article. Czech industries 
depended in varying degree upon exports, but on the whole not 
so much as the Austrian industries. Thirty per cent. of the 
total output of finished goods was exported in 1929. Some 
industries, however, worked almost exclusively for the export 
trade. Thus over 66% of the production of the sugar industry 
was exported, over 75% of the output of the glass industry. 
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The proportion of exports to total output was still bighet in 
the case of the shoe industry. The engineering trades also 
depended considerably upon export. although not to such an 
extent as the trades above mentionoo"wbile about 33·3% of 
the output of the timbet trades was exported.1 

In ordet to ca1cuIate the important actual tariff levels for 
Czech exports, fifty-five articles have been selected, each of 
them having a minimum export value of SS Mill. Crowns in 
192.7 of 193I, and the duties upon them have been calculated. 

TABLE B: PROPORTIONS OF CZECH EXPORT 
LIST TO CZECH TOTAL EXPORTS 

Group 

Total List 
6 Agrarian articles 

49 Industtial articles 

(In Mill. er. and %) 

19Z7 
Mill. % Cr. 

• II1S5 58'S ofT.E. . z84s 98-00{ A.E. 
8910 SZ'oo{ I.E. 

T.E. =Total Exports. 
A.B. =Agrarian Exports. 
I.E. = Industrial Exports. 

1931 
Mill. % Cr. 

6800 51·50fT.E. 
995 87-0 of A.B. 

5805 48's of I.E. 

The considerable share of the products not included is again 
explained, as with Austria, first, by the omission of duty-free 
raw material exports, and secondly, by the very gxeat differ
entiation of the Czech export statistics (2000 items). So that 
numerous export values remained below the export minimum 
of SS Mill. Crowns. 

(b) Geographical Distribution of Czech Exports 

As Europe purchased over 82. % of Czech exports in 192.S-3O, 
it can be said that Czechoslovakia had an overwhelming 
European orientation, although the development of a world-

1 Sce IV .dod., pp. 262-2700 and EnquJu. n, pp. 106, 236,241. 
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wide trade for the products of some of her industries made the 
overseas proportion of Czech exports larger than in the case 
of Austria's exports: the U .S.A. was a particularly imporomt 
market for Czech goods. By taking 64% of Czech exports 
in 1927 and 60% in 1931/ Central Europe kept the pre
ponderance, but reduced its share in 1931 in contrast to the 
development of Austrian exports. As Table C shows, there 
were three States in industrial Europe (Germany, Austria, 
and England), and three countries in agrarian Europe (Hungary, 
Yugoslavia, and Roumania), which were of paramount import
ance for Czech exports. 

TABLE C: PRINCIPAL MARKETS OF CZECHO-
SLOV AKIA, 1927-31 

[ .. Mill. Cr. and % of Total Czech Export Goods were ezported to: 

1927 1931 

CoWltry Mill. % MilL· % Cr. Cr. 

Total Exports 20135 100'0 13100 10000 

Including: 
Gennany. 48sn 24'1 2040 IS'S 
Austria . 3070 IS'2 1800 13'7 
Great Britain 1520 7'6 1360 10'3 
Hungary . 1620 g'l 289 2-2 
Yugoslavia 926 4-6 832 6-3 
Roumania 908 4'S 341 2-6 
Hamburg 866 4'3 4S2 3-5 
U.SA. 1012 S'O 80S 6'1 

The balance of the exports was distributed in smaller items 
among the remaining countries of industrial and agrarian 
Europe. as well as the overseas markets. Mention should be 
made of the exports consigned to the free ports of Hamburg, 
Triest, and Fiume, the destination of which is not indicated 
(mostly overseas exports). 

1 See Gtudiclu, Vol. of Tat, p. 153. 
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(c) Actual Tariff Levels 0/ th4 chief Markets 0/ Czechosluoakia 

I. CzecJwsluoakia and Industrial Europe 

(aa) CzecJwsluoakia and German,y 

In 1927 Germany bought almost 25% of Czech expom. 
These expom consisted primarily of agrarian goods (sugar, 
barley, malt, hops). further, of timber and of cheap yarns and 
cotton and woollen tissues, leather shoes, glass and glassware. 
For agrarian exports the German actual tariff level in 1927 
amounted to 26'5% and by 1931 it had risen to 136% (but 
sugar duties, 218%). These duties, some of which were vexy 
effective already in 1929, had brought about the practical 
collapse of the Czech agrarian exports by 1931. For semi
finished articles the actual German tariff level reached a height 
of 15-33% in 1929-31 (but duties on the cheap Czech cotton 
yarns and tissues up to 100%). For finished goods the 
German duties fluctuated between 31 and 36%. Here shoes 
were particularly hit by the increased German shoe duty in 
1929, which was aimed at Bata's expom and amounted to 
51%. And after 1925, glass products were affected by the 
vexy high duties (']0-80%) which Germany had taken over 
from the inflation period. 

Owing, therefore, to the composition of the Czech expom 
to Germany, not only agrarian expom had to pay vexy high 
duties since the beginning of the crisis, hilt long before, semi
manufactuted articles and finished goods were heavily taxed 
by German duties. Expom therefore dropped between 1927 
and 1929, while by 1931 they showed a decline of nearly 60% 
compared with 1927, a striking reduction in two industrial 
states at that time. By 1933 these exports had dropped to 
1045 Mill. Cr., a further decline of almost 50% compared 
with 1931 (74% compared with 1929). Although Germany, 
by taking 17·7% of the total Czech expom, still held first 
place as a market for Czech goods, these expom were a shadow of 
what they were before the outbreak of the world economiccrisis. 

T • 
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(bb) Czechosltroakia and Austria 

Czech exports to Austria, the second-best market for Czech 
goods, showed a composition similar to those exported to 
Germany, except that coal played a greater part, while timber 
exports were absent. Favoured by moderate Austrian duties, 
agrarian exports to Austria developed far better. Only sugar 
exports, which were liable in 1931 to an Austrian duty of over 
200%, dropped from 200 Mill. Cr. in I927 to 28 Mill. in 1931. 
For Czech exports of semi-finished goods the Austrian actual 
tariiI level amounted to 15-38% (but cotton tissues liable to 
60-80%) ; for finished goods the Austrian actual tariiI level 
reached 15-27% (but duties upon leather goods and shoes, 
50-100%). 

The export of a number of Czech goods thus encountered 
very high duties. But in spite of severe declines in such 
cases, total exports to Austria held their own up to 1931 much 
better than with Germany. (Decrease about 44% compared 
with 1927 and 1929.) On the other hand, by 1933 they had 
dropped to 722 Mill. Cr., which showed a 60% decline com
pared with 1931 (76% loss compared with 1929). This 
reduction was as severe as in the case of Germany. 

(cc) Czechosltroakia and Great Britain 

The growing pressure of the duties imposed by their best 
Continental customers had driven the export industries of 
Czechoslovakia to the great English market, to which they , 
could send almost all their goods duty free up till November : 
1931. In fact, between 1927 and 1931 England became of : 
increasing importance for Czechoslovakia's exports. For sugar • 
it was the best European market, in spite of duties of 50-100% ; 
even in 1927, and it was only the rapid fall in price up to ;, 
1931 which raised the specific English duties to such a height; 
(60-160%) that exports during this year only reached 25% ; 
of their I927 figure. On the other hand, Czech exports of ; 
textile goods, as well as glass and leather articles, made such .. 
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progress in the English market, remaining duty free, that in 
spite of the reduction of sugar exports, the total exports to 
England reached 90% of the figure of I927 in I93I, which was 
a very satisfactory result compared with exports to Germany 
and to Austria. 

The depreciation of the Pound and the English tariff of 
1932 destroyed the favourable development of Czech post-War 
exports to England. In I933 they were reduced to 360 Mill. 
Crs., which was only 25% of the exports in 193I. 

II. Czechoslooakia and Agrarian Europe 

(aa) Czechoslooakia and Hungary 

In spite of the severe political tension which existed between 
Czechoslovakia and Hungary during the whole post-War 
period, Hungary was the best market for Czech goods in 
Border Europe up to 1930; this showed how the forces of 
economic integration of the mutilated pre-War Danubian 
area were striving to overcome the political obstacles. Hungary 
being poor in raw materials satisfied a great part of her fuel 
and industrial requirements by the purchase of Bohemian 
(or Austrian) products. These relationships showed signs 
of reviving during the first years after the War, so that a 
considerable portion of Czech exports of semi-finished textile 
goods found their way to Hungary. But here, Hungarian 
tendencies towards industrialization were'manifest since I9X9, 
and were responsible for the high duties which reduced Czech 
exports. (Average in 1927, 22-50%; duties on tissues up to 
100%.) Exports of Czech industrial finished goods to Hungary 
were not substantial. Owing to the high Hungarian duties 
on semi-finished articles, Czech exports, especially of textiles, 
had sharply declined already in 1929 compared with 1927. 
Wben the commercial treaty between the two countries was 
denounced at the end of 1930 and a tariff war was started 
(mutual application of the autonomous duties), the Hungarian 
actual tariff level for industrial goods reached the prohibitive 
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height of 35-68%, and even the Czech timber exports, hitherto 
on the free list, were now hampered hy duties. The result 
was that by 1931 Czech exports to Hungary had been exten
sively destroyed, declining by no less than 78% of their figure 
in 1927. In 1933 Czech exports were reduced to 190 Mill. Cr., 
so that Hungsry occupied only the tenth place as Czech 
customer instead of the fourth in 1929. 

(bb) Czeclwsluoakia and Y ugoslafJia 

Up to 1931 Czech exports to Yugoslavia remained much 
better than exports to Hungary (important export goods: yarns, 
tissues, shoes, and ironware). This was largely due to Yugo
slavia's very stable tariff policy. (Actual tariff level for semi
finished Czech goods, 1927-31, between 18-47%.) But 
duties on tissues were higher (50-80%). In general these 
conditions were favourable to Czech exports. With the 
exception of the heavily taxed shoe exports (duties: 1927, 
30-86%; 1931, 4G-II7%), exports of finished goods were 
insignificant, and distributed among numerous items. In 
contrast to the decline in the exports to Germany and Hungary, 
already in 1929 Czech exports to Yugoslavia increased con
siderably; in 1931 they declined to a very small extent com
pared with 1927, and with the 1arge export losses of this year 
in nearly every other market. Yugoslavia's relative share of 
Czech exports in 1931 was considerably greater than in 1927. 
Between 1931 and 1933 this favourable tendency was not 
maintained, as in 1933 Yugoslavia bought only 3'3% of the 
total Czech exports, representing a value of 197 Mill. Crs. 

(cc) CzecnoslOf/akia and Roumania 

In 1927 Roumania formed the third-best customer in Border 
Europe for Czech exports. Yarns, tissues, and semi-finished 
iron goods, in particular, were exported to Roumania, although 
with an actual tariff level of 31 "5-40'4%, the Roumanian tariff 
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walls were. detrimental to the export of Czech semi-finished 
articles. Falling Czech export prices and heavier Ronmanjan 
duties combined to raise the Ronmanjan tariff level even in 
1929, and still more in 1931, when it reached 37'5-71 '5%, 
The duties on shoes amounted to 32-129% in 1927 and 
45-180% in 1931, which had the effect of reducing such 
exports to a minimum. 

It was mainly due to this industrial tariff policy of Roumanja 
that Czech exports were already decreasing in 1929, while in 
1931 they suffered a much greater reduction, which was only 
surpassed by that in Czech exports to Hungary. After 1931 
this movement slackened; in 1933 Ronmania bought goods 
to the value of 222 Mill, en., which represented 3-'7% of the 
total Czech exports. 

(d) General Trend of Czech Exports, 1927-34 

(See Table D) 

Both the composition and the geographical distribution of 
Czech exports had exposed them, even before the outbreak 
of the world economic crisis, to a heavy pressure from actual 
tariff levels on their most important markets, not only in 
Border but also in Central Europe. 

TABLE D: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS FOR 
CZECHOSWVAKIA 

(Tariff levels of semi and wholly finished goods) 
(In % of Prices) 

Country 

Germany , 
Austria " 
Hungary " 
Roumania , 
Yugoslavia , 

Semi-manufactured 
articles 

19Z7 1931 

h., 22'5-:09'4 34'3-6'7'8 h.' 31'5-40'4 37'5""71'5 h.' 18'3-44'0 :>6'<>-47'0 

Wholly manufactured 
articles 

19~7 1931 

1101 34'<>-41'0 3S'Q-46'o 
tu' 15'6-19'4 :u'S-27"S 
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Owing to the drastic policy of protection for the textile 
industry pursued by the States of South-Eastem Europe. Czech 
textile exports to these countries, like the similar exports from 
the other countries of industrial Europe, had fallen off between 
1925 and 1929 from 296 Mill. Rm. to 196 Mill. Rm.l The 
decline had been so considerable, because the Czech exports 
chiefly consisted of cheap and heavy goods which were more 
affected by specific duties than articles of high prices. Czech 
exports therefore increased only very slightly between 1927 
and 1929. while by 1931 they had dropped by 36% compared 
with 1929, although partia1 compensation for the losses in 
South-Eastern and Central Europe was found in larger sales 
to the U.S.A. and England. The American Tariff of 1930 
and the English Tariff of 1932, combined with the depreciation 
of the Pound, in addition to the much more stringent import 
policy pursued by the States of Central and South-Eastern 
Europe after 1932, had very serious consequences for the total 
Czech exports. They suffered in 1933 a loss of no less than 
71% compared with 1929 and 55% compared with 1931, and 
reached only 5'92 milliard Crs. Czechoslovakia sought to 
arrest this disastrous development by depreciating the Crown in 
1934 to the extent of 16%, which had the effect of increasing 
exports to a value of 7'4 md. during this one year. The 
permanent high industrial unemployment of the country (1935), 
however, sufficiently indicates that. in spite of the remarkable 
initial success of devaluation, this Central European State, 
with its limited home market, will not be able to surmount 
the crisis by monetary measures alone • 

• Camp. Enquke, n, p. 273. 
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ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS FOR THE EXPORTS 
OF AGRARIAN EUROPE 

I'Rm.IMlNARY REMARK: Differences in cmnposition and destination 
between uportsfrom agrarian and industrial Europe 

THE exports of the ten pre-War and sixteen post-War states 
of agrarian Europe, during the years 1913, 1927, and 1931, 
were distinguished from the exports of the industrial states by 
the greater simplicity of their composition. They consisted, 
in general, of a few commodities of the agrarian or raw material 
category exported in large quantities. Consequently, often 
the classification of goods into agrarian products, semi and 
wholly finished industrial articles could be abandoned and the 
exports could be divided into raw materials and agrarian pr0-

ducts. The geographical distribution was also less complicated. 
Whereas the exports of the industrial states went largely to 
Central Europe, the balance being distributed in varying 
degrees among Border Europe, both before and after the War 
more than 80% of the European exports of Border Europe 
went to Central Europe,' and here again mostly to Great 
Britain, Germany, Czechoslovakia, Austria, and Switzerland, 
much less to the remainder of Industrial Europe." Conse
quently, as regards most Border States; we may restrict our 
analysis to their relations with a few countries. Moreover, 
the similar structure of the exports of single states (which was 
the reason for their very loose economic integration) enabled 
us to divide them in groups and to discuss the trend of their 
exports and the tariffs of their principal markets together. 
The following countries will be included in separate investiga
tions in the order stated: 

I See G""dickll. Vol. of T ..... pp. 160-167. 
• See Summaries in GtUdickll. Vol. qf Text, pp. 156-r61. 
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I. Holland and Denmark. 
z. Sweden, Finland, and Norway. 
3. The Baltic States. 
4. Poland. 
5. The South-Eastern States. 
6. The Mediterranean States (Greece, Spain, Portugal). 

I. Denmark and Holland and the Tariffs in Europe 

(a) Composition of Danish and Dutch Exports 

Before and still more after the War Denmark's and 
Holland's European exports were determined to such an 
extent by the existence of a number of similar export products 
of dairy farming as to justify lumping these countries together, 
although, in spite of great agricultural similarities, their general 
economic structures revealed important differences. As 
Tables AI. and n show, the most important goods of the largest 
export group of both countries (agrarian exports) were butter, 
eggs, live-stock, and meat. and, in the case of Holland, cheese. 

In Denmark's case, not only the total agrarian, but also 
the total exports were wholly cletermined by the export of 
anima1 foodstuffs, especially butter, eggs, bacon, and meat. 
just as the general economic structure of the country, despite 
some post-War expansion in Copenhagen's industry (ship
building, engineering industry, cement. fats, and margarine 
industries) 1 was dominated by dairy farming. In the case 
of Hollan d, on the other hand, dairy produce only occupied 
the first place among other agrarian exports, and, as with 
Denmark, their export figures increased after the War, until 
1929, to a great extent. Other products, however, such as 
sugar, margarine, cocoa, and vegetables, were important items 
in Dutch agrarian exports, and remained so until 1931, vegetable 
exports being especially prominent. At the same time, not 
only Dutch agriculture but the general economic system 
showed a much higher degree of differentiation than theDanish. 
In particular, the post-War period in Holland was marked 

1 See W.d.A., pp. 407, et seq. 
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TABLE AI: PRINCIPAL GROUPS OF DUTCH 
EXPORTS, 1927-31 '* 

(In Mill. Florins and % of Total Exports) 

19'7 1931 

Group Mill. % 
Mill. 

FL FI. 

Total Exports 1900 100'0 131"-
Viz,: 

A, Agrarian exports 940 49'3 53' 
B. Raw materials and semi-

finished articles 348 18'3 260 
C, Finished goods 57S 3°'· 41S 

Including: 
Milk products and meat 383 20'2 260 
Margarine, sugar, olls 226 u'S 88 
Electro goods No information 48'6 

% 
t 

100'0 

40'6 

19'8 
31'6 

19'8 
6'7 
37 

* Figures for 1913 are omitted, because the Dutch statistics for 
this year contain a large proportion of transit ttede. Even the 
improved post-War Dutch figures include a conside!able percentage 
of transit trade, as the proportion of re-exports to total exportS 
remsined high because many imported articles were refined in 
Holland and then exported for overseas markets. Therefore detailed 
figures of Dutch industrial post-War exports have been omitted. 

TABLE AIl: PRINCIPAL GROUPS OF DANISH 
EXPORTS, 1913-3r 

(In Mill, Crowns and % of Total Exports) 

19'3 19'9 193' 
Group Mill, % Mill. % 

Mill, 
% Cr, Cr. Cr, 

TotalBxports. 637 100'0 1616 100'0 1260 100'0 

Viz,: 
Agrarian exports S75 95'0 1340 82'0 1060 84'0 

Including: 
Dairy produce , 459 72'0 XI73 12'S 945 7S'0 
Livestock 69 10"3 88 S'4 34 2'7 
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by a considerable industrialization, which resulted in the 
establishment of completely new industries (artificial silk 
industry, electra-industry, heavy iron industry, and chemical 
industry (fertilizer), and was responsible for great increases 
in the output of a number of pre-War industries (coal, engineer
ing, margarine, and oils).' 

In Holland's exports to Europe, however, only artificial silk, 
electra-wares, and fertilizers played a bigger part, and agrarian 
exports remained decisive compared with these. For the 
calculation of actual tariff levels seven agrarian products of 
Denmark and twenty-six of Holland were selected. Their 
export value represented about 90% in the case of Denmark 
and 8C>-!)O% in that of Holland of the agrarian exports. 
The highly specialized agriculture of the two countries, in 
which large amounrs of capital were invested, depended very 
much on export. This may be inferred from the fact that 
during the period 1922-30 Denmark consumed on the average 
only II-16% of the burter manufactured by her farmers, while 
in Holland the proportion was 50-60%. The new Dutch 
industries were likewise working largely for the export trade, 
the artificial silk trade exporting 80% of irs output! 

(b) Geographical Distribution of Danish and Dutch Exports 

By virtue of their great colonial empire and their economic 
history during recent centuries, the Netherlands belong to 
those European States which have important foreign trade 
connections ourside Europe. (In the periods 1909-13 and 
1925-30 on the average 25% of total exports went to overseas 
markets.) Denmark, on the other hand, seIIing 95% of her 
exports to Europe, was one of the Border States of Europe ! 
most closely integrated with Europe (see Table III of Appendix). i 

Both countries showed great similarities in the distribution ! 
of their European exports among Central and Border Europe, 1 

~ 1 See SchlUT, op. cit., pp. 26-27, 35; 
pp. 106-109, 188; W.d.A., pp. I34 et seq. 

• See EnquIu, I, p. IOS; W.d.A., p. 140. 

Enquire, I, p. 246, II, 
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with an average of85% destined fur Central European markets, 
and the concentration of these 85% upon two countries of 
industrial Europe 1 (comp. Tables BI and u). Both countries 
were viIally dependent upon Germany and Great Britain; 
Denmark so exclusively that it was only necessary in analysing 
her export relationships to deal with these two countries; 
while fur Holland, Belgium was such a substantial market 
befure the War, and France became so important after it, 
that something had to be said about the relations between 
these three countries. 

TABLE BI: DENMARK'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 
1913-31 

I" Mill. Cr. and % of Total &ports Denmark exported to: 
1913 1929 1931 

Countty Mill. % Mill. % Mill. 
Cr. Cr. Cr. % 

Total Exports • 637 100'0 1616 lOO"" 1260 100'0 

Vi2. to: 
Great Britain 398 62'5 963 59.6 814 64'6 
Germany 159 24'9 334 20"7 173 13'8 

TABLE Bn: HOLLAND'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 
1913-31 

I" Mill, Fl, and % of Total Exports Holland exported to: 

Total Exports , 
Vi2. to: 

1913 
Mill. 
Ft. % 

lOO"" 

Germany rbsolutC

} r"" Great Britain figures bout 21'3 
Belgium have DO a 10'0 
France value .1'0 

19I9 
Mill, 

% FI. 

1990 100"0 

455 22."9 
407 20'S 
204 10'3 
117 5'9 

1931 
Mill. % Ft. 

1312 100'0 

2.56 19'5 
3:>1 24'4 
169 12."9 
177 8"9 

, GQ~. Vol. of Tut, pp, 152-153 and 166-167. 



300 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

(c) Actual Tariff LerJels of the chief Markets of Denmark 
and Holland 

A. Actual Tariff Levels of Denmark's chief Markets 

(aa) Denmark and Great Britain 

Before and after the War Great Britain was by far Denmark's 
most important market. Between 1913 and 1931 the whole 
of her expoIts to England. consisting mainly of bacon. butter, 
and eggs, entered duty free. and increased materially. 
especially the bacon export which was exclusively destined 
for England, whereas Danish butter had been supplanted in 
the English market by New Zealand butter to an appreciable 
extent even before 1931, and was seeking a compensatory 
outlet in Germany.' In view of this Danish dependence upon 
the English market, the abandonment of the Gold Standard 
and adhesion to the Sterling Block in September 1931 was 
perfectly justified, and this preserved Danish expoIts to 
Great Britain from excessive losses in 1931-33; for in 1933 
they reached the sum of 783 Mill. Crowns, which represented 
97% of the 1931 figures, a very satisfilctory result compared 
with the decline of expoIts in other countries. In taking 
64'5% of the total Danish expoIts, England's old position 
remained practically unchanged, so that the Anglo-Danish 
integration has so far remained undisturbed. 

(bb) Denmark and Germany 

The development of expoIts to Denmark's second-best 
market. Germany, was much more unfavourable, even before 
1931. Here, Danish expoIts, consisting chiel!y of live-stock, 
butter, eggs, and meat. were largely reduced by the German 
agrarian tariff policy. In 1913 the German actual taritI level 
for Danish agrarian products amounted to only 7'5-9·6%, 
but by 1927 it had risen to 13-ZO'6% (increased duties on 

1 Camp. BnquIt., I, pp. 101-108. 
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live-stock and meat since 1925), and inflicted severe injury 
on Danish exports of Iive-stock and meat, which, however, 
was more than compensated by the enlarged exports of butter 
and eggs, still liable to moderate duties. Fresh duties on 
meat and live-stock, imposed after 1929 and raised up to 75%, 
brought Danish exports of these products to a standstill by 
1931, while the very considerable decline in exports of butter 
and eggs mUst be attributed to the crisis, and not to the German 
duties, which remained still moderate (about 20%). 

The decisive change took place 1932-33 when heavy German 
duties were imposed on dairy produce, and after March 1933 
more comprehensive measures for reducing imports were 
adopted. In spite of the depreciation of the Crown, Danish 
exports to Germany fell to 158 Mill. Crowns in 1933, that is 
to say, to 91% of the already unsatisfactory result of 1931, 
and to only 47'5% of the export of 1929. Therefore the 
German market meant considerably less to Denmark in 1934 
than it did before the world economic crisis, and this country 
was driven into the group of the Sterling Block. 

B. Actual Tariff Levels of the chief Markets of the Netherlands , 
(aa) The Netherlands and Germany 

Before and after the War (till 1931) Germany was the best 
market for the Netherlands. So far as exports of butter, eggs, 
live-stock, and meat were concerned, wha~ has been said about 
the development in Denmark up to 1931 applied equally to 
Holland. Other products, however, played a great part in 
Dutch agrarian exports to Germany, especially cheese and 
vegetables, and to a lesser degree margarine, cocoa powder, 
and sugar. Sugar and cocoa powder were liable to duties of 
over 100%. but cheese and vegetables were moderately taxed 
up to 1931. The German actual tariff level for Dutch agrarian 
cxpom reached 25% in 1913 and 30% in 1927. but in 1931 
it had risen to 50-54%, owing to the enormous duties on cocoa 
powder and sugar. 
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After the War artificial silk, radio appararu5, and fertilisers 
became increasingly important items of Dutch exports to 
Germany, where they were liable to moderate duties between 
10 and 18%, The severe set-back to Dutch exports ip. 1931 
was due mainly to the crisis, and not to high German duties. 
On the other hand, after 1931 Holland, like Denmark, was 
most severely hit by the new German duties on dairy produce 
and vegetables, by German quotas, and other meaSures. By 
1933 Dutch exports had fallen to 157 Mill, Fl. which was only 
61% of the 1931 result and 34'4% of the 1929 figures, 

(bb) TIte Netherlands and Great Britain 

Before the War England was an important market for Dutch 
butter, eggs and meat, sugar, margarine, and cocoa powder. 
After the War the Netherlands suffered considerable losses 
from the high English sugar duties (70-140%) and from 
competition of butter and cheese from New Zealand,' but 
exports of bacon and eggs and of artificial silk and electro
goods increased, so that in 193I England was the best Dutch 
market. 

The depreciation of the Pound, the new English duties 
since 1932 and the maintenance of the gold parity in Holland, 
brought about a great reduction in exports by I933, when they 
reached a value of 126 Mill. Fl. which was only 39% of the 
export in I931 or 31% of the export in 1929. As with Germany 
too, foreign trade relations were unduly disturbed, which had 
been flourishing till 1931. 

(cc) Holland and Belgium 

Tbe close relationships between Holland and Belgium, 
which already existed in 1913, were consolidated during the 
post-War period, favoured by Belgium's very moderate tariff 
policy. Belgium bought Dutch agrarian and industrial 
products, imposing duties which amounted to about 10% 

1 See Enqu£u, I, pp. 107-108. 
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before and after the War. Between 1931 and 1933 Dutch 
exports developed much better than to Germany or England. 
and in the latter year reached a value of 100 Mill. Fl. which 
was 50% of the 1931 figures. 

(dd) Hollanil and France 

For a number of Dutch products, particularly butter, cheese, 
and meat, as well as coal, France proved to be an expanding 
market in the post-War period, particularly after the beginning 
of the world economic crisis. This tendency was favoured 
by low French duties on butter and cheese (about 7-16% up 
to 1931), while the duty on pork was as much as 75% even in 
1931. Thus, during the whole post-War period France 
became increasingly important as a market for Dutch goods. 
In 1933 France was able to take as much as 73 Mill. Fl. worth 
of Dutch goods, which was 61'5% of the exports of 1931 and 
even of 1929. The reduction in Dutch exports to France 
was therefore smaller than that to England, Germany, and 
Belgium, so that in recent years (1933-34) the economic 
integration of the two most important countries of the European 
Gold Block has been obviously consolidated. 

(d) General Trend of Danish and Dutch Exports, 1913-34 

During the post-War period up to 1929, Denmark and 
Holland experienced a satisfactory develo~ent of their exports, 
which were based wholly or mainly upon intensive dairy 
farming. The assumption upon which this situation rested 
was the willingness of Great Britain and Germany to buy the 
exports of these two countries. When, therefore, Germany 
began (after 1929) to restrict imports, in order to protect 
German agriculture or for other reasons connected with the 
crisis, a set-back occurred in the exports of both countries 
in 1931. This set-back, however, was relatively mild in 
comparison with the development of agrarian exports from 
other countries of Border Europe, thanks to the free-ttade 
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policy and wealth of England and to the still moderate German 
duties on the chief export products. 

Since 1932 new German defensive measures of a prohibitive 
natuIe came in force and aImost annihilated the agrarian 
imports from both countries. So far (1934) Denmark has 
averted the loss of the English market. By 1934 Denmark's 
exports had fallen only to II60 Mill. Crowns, i.e. by 7% 
compared with 1931, and her present position (1935) 
testifies that by the adhesion to the Sterling Block she has 
so far overcome the loss of the German market as to find a 
tolerable new economic equilibrium. 

Dutch exports, on the other hand, had by 1934 dropped to 
735 Mill. Fl., i.e. by 45% compared with 1931, or 63% 
compared with 1929. Holland lost not only the German but 
a large part of the English market. It is doubtful (1935) 
whether, in view of the depreciation of the Pound and the 
Dollar, the country can increase its volume of foreign trade, 
while remaining on the Gold StandaId. Efforts to reach this 
aim are marked by closer union with its colonial empire, by 
reducing industrial imports in order to stimulate its own 
industrial production and by a thorough-going policy of 
defiation. 

2. SfJledm, Nonvay, Finland, and the Tariffs in Europe 

(a) Composition of S_dish, NonJJegian, and Finnish Exports 

The general economic structure, as well as the nature of 
the exports. of the three Scandinavian States is determined 
by their vast forests. so that, in spite of other important 
differences. it seemed justified to group them together. As 
Tables AI-m show (pp. 305-306), wood in the form of timber, 
of semi-finished wooden and paper goods (cellulose), or in 
the form of paper, occupy first place among the exports of all 
three countries. 

Finnish exports were most, Norwegian exports were least, 
determined by the export of timber and paper. Norway 
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exported the products of her fisheries, and after the War 
large amounts of her new and prosperous aluminium and 
nitrogen industries. In post-War Sweden the engineering 
and electrical industries assumed increasing importance among 
exporting trades, while there were also substantial exports of 
iron ore. Swedish and Finnish agrarian exports consisted 
mainly of dairy produce (butter and cheese in Finland, butter 
and bacon in Sweden). 

TABLE AI: PRINCIPAL GROUPS OF SWEDISH 
EXPORTS, 1913-31 

(In Mill. Crt1W1l$ and % 01 Total Exports) 

Groups 
1913 

Mill. 
Cr. % 

19%9 
Mill. % 
Cr. 

1931 
Mill. 
Cr. % 

Total Exports 817 100'0 18[6 100'0 n62 100'0 
Viz.: 

A. Agrarian exports • [04 n,8 1749'S 99 8'S 
B. Raw materials, scmi-

finished articles 5[6 63'0 90" 49'7 500 43'0 
C. Finished goods • 197 '"4'[ 737 40'6 52 S 4S'1 

Including: 
TimbCI and scmi-finiobed 

wooden goods. [6S zo'3 3'" 17'2 164 14'0 
Scmi- and wholJy-finiobed 

papt1' goods 14Z 17'3 460 "S'4 354 30'4 
Iron and steel • "'7 IS'S 300 16'S 262 22·6 

• This group includes iron and steel scmi~ and wholly-finished 
articles, machinery, and apparatus. 

Exports of timber from all thIee countries declined in the 
post-War period, but great exporting industries of semi
finished timber and paper goods developed instead, while 
the production and export of various kinds of finished paper 
goods attained great dimensions especially in Sweden, and also 
in Norway and Finland.1 

The Scandinavian timber and paper trades depended very 
• Comp. SchlUr, op. <:it., pp. 26, 35. 

u 
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much on export. In Sweden 75-80% of the production was 
exported until the world economic crisis .. 

TABLE An: PRINCIPAL GROUPS OF FINNISH 
EXPORTS, 1913-31 

(In Mill. Finnish Marks and % of TDW Exports) 

Group 

1913 
Mill. ., 
Fmk. 10 

1929 
Mill. 
Fmk. % 

1931 
Mill. 
Fm!<. % 

Total Exports 410 100'0 6430 100'0 4456 100"0 
Viz.: 

Timber, semi - finished 
wooden goods. 176 43'0 31ZO 3406 

Semi-finished and finished 
paper goods S3 12'9 1800 

Butter • 36 8'7 540 

TABLE Anr: PRINCIPAL GROUPS OF NORWEGIAN 
EXPORTS, 1913-31 

(In Mill. CY{)fJ)fI$ and % DJ Total Exports) 

Group 

1913 
Mill. 
Cr. % 

Total Exports 393 100'0 
Viz.: 

A. Agrarian exports 144 36'6 
B. Raw materials, semi-

finished articles 198 SD-S 
C. Finished goods SI 12'9 

Including: 

1929 
Mill. % Cr. 

744 100'0 

ZIl 28'S 

1931 
Mill. 
Cr. % 

487 100'0 

124 25'4 

249 51'2 
86 17"7 

Fish products • 93 23'6 
Paper, timber t 12S 31'9 
Aluminium, nitrosen 16 4'1 

165 22'Z 
229 30'8 

76 10'2 

100 20'6, 

123 '"3'3 I 
7S IS'4 

• Fresh and dried fish, fish conserves, and fish oiL 
t Semi- and wholly-finished wooden and paper articles, , 

For calculating the important actual tariff 1evels for the ~ 
three countries twenty-four export goods were selected fori 

1 W.d.A" p. 390. 



THE EXPORTS OF AGRARIAN EUROPE 3aJ 

Sweden, thirteen for Finland, and fifteen for Norway. The 
export value of each one of these articles was at least 10 Mill. 
Cr. in the case of Sweden and Norway in 1913, 1927, or 1931, 
and in the case of Finland, 6 Mill. Fmk. in 1913 and 100 Mill. 
Fmk. in 1927 or 1931. The export values of the selected 
goods represented in the case of Sweden about 38%, in the 
case of Finland about 70-80%, and in the case of Norway 
50-60% of the total exports. In all three countries duty
free raw materials (rough timber, ore; and hides) formed 
a considerable part of the total exports not included in the 
export list. Moreover, the analysis of the geographical dis
tribution of the exports of the three States will throw some 
light upon this phenomenon, especially with regard to Sweden's 
remarkably small percentage. 

(b) Geographical Distribution of Swedish, NarrJJegian, 
and Finnish Exports 

In the post-War period all three States showed a striking re
duction of their European exports at the expense of increasing 
sales in the U.S.A. (see Tables BI-HI, pp. 307, 308). As 
regards their European exports, the markets in Central Europe 
were vital to all three countries. Sweden sold about 70% 

TABLE BI: SWEDEN'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1913-31 
I .. Mill. Cr. and % of total StDedish e>:ports"goods mere exportd to: 

1913 1929 1931 
Country MilL % Mill. % MilL % Cr. Cr. Cr. 

TotalExpom S17 100-0 ISI:> 100'0 U2Z 10<>-0 
Viz.: 

England 238 29'1 457 25"2 305 27"1 
Germany 179 21'9 '75 15"2 II4 10'2-
France • 66 S"I 102 5"6 69 6". 

Denmark} Norway 129 17"0 251 13"9 ISo 16"0 
Finland 
U.S.A .• 34 4"' 198 10"9 133 u'S 
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of them to Central Europe, Finland 80-84% (after the War). 
and Norway 70-'75%.1 As Tables BI-m show, again. as with 
Denmark and Holland, England and Germany were the best 
customers of the three countries. 

TABLE BIl: FINLAND'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1913-31 
In Mill. Fmk. and % of total Finnish exports, goods _e exported to: 

Countzy 

Total Exports 

Viz.: 
Russia. • 
Great Britain • 
Germany 
France. 
Denmark) 
Sweden f 
Norway 
U.S.A. • 

1913 
Mill. % 
Fmk. 

1929 
MilL 
Fmk. % 

1931 
MilL 
Fmk. % 

4<>5 100'0 6430 100'0 4460 100'0 

Il3 28.., 
108 26,8 
52 12'\1 
38 9'5 

30 7'4 

No indication 

Unimportant 
244<> 38'0 
92 5 14'4 
418 6'S 

300 4'7 

453 7"0 

1990 
375 
320 

6·6 

TABLE Bill: NORWAY'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1913-31 
In Min. Cr. and % of total N~ exports,goods _eexported to: 

Countzy 

Total Exports 

Viz.: 
Great Britain • 
Germany 
France , 

~;::t} 
Finland 
U.S.A •• 

1913 
MilL 
Cr. % 

98 25'7 
66 17'5 
14 3'8 

30 7'8 

30 7'\1 

1929 
Mill, 
Cr. % 

744 100'0 

199. 26·8 
!)6 u·8 
38 5'1 

75 10'0 

72 9'7 

1931 
MilL 
Cr. % 

129 28'0 
53 u'S 
27'2 5"9 

SO 10'8 

33 7'2 

In Central Europe France was still of some importance. 
In Border Europe the inter-ScaruHnavian trade was not in

I See Gtzedidu. pp. 166-167, 
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significant as an outlet for exports, especially for Norway and 
Sweden, while Russia was of very little account, after the War, 
as a market for Finnish goods. 

(c) Actual Tariff LefJels of the chief Markets of Sweden, 
NOI'fIJay, and Finland 

l'RELIMINARY REMAIui:: A. tM exports of tM tJrru States showed 
great similarities not only as to their geographical distribution 
but also as to their composition, it was po~sibl. in the follorDing 
section to group aJl thru countries togeth8r as regards their exports 

(aa) Great Britain as a Market for Sweden, NorUJay, 
and Finland 

With few exceptions, the exports of the three countries 
were not subjected to duties in England up to 1931, and, 
owing to a steadily growing demand for Scandinavian timber 
and paper goods increased rapidly until 1929. Even the set
back of 1931, due solely to the diminution in English pur
chasing power and the fall in prices, left the exports of all three 
countries on a much higher level than in 1913. 

Despite the depreciation of the Pound and the existence of 
an English T ari1f since 1932, the three Scandinavian countries, 
which immediately devalued their currencies to the same degxee 
or more than England, on the whole maintained their exports 
to this country. In 1933 Finland's exports even exceeded the 
value of 1931 so much as to reach the record figures of 1929-
certainly an exceptional case amid the general reduction of 
foreign trade during the years after 1931. The figures of 
Swedish and Norwegian exports to England in 1933 were only 
a little lower than those of 1931. 

(bb) Germany as a Market for Sweden, NorUJaY, and Finland 

Germany was the second-best customer for those Scandi
navian raw materials and industtial products which were 
cxponed to England, both before and after the War, while 
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for Swedish and Finnish butter exports she was even the 
best market. Scandinavian exports to Germany had made 
astonishing progress between 1913 and 1929. but by 1931 
such exports had decreased so much that neither of the three 
countries reached the level of its pre-War exports to Germany. 
For this decline German duties were not responsible, as they 
remained very moderate in respect of all important Scandi
navian products until 1931. (Butter, 1913. 8-5%; post-War 
up to 22%; paper and wooden manufactures about 10-15%; 
semi-finished metal goods likewise Icr-I5%; printing paper 
and ball bearings, 1913, ~II%; post-War about 22%.) 

Between 1931 and 1933 the exports of the three States to 
Germany did not decline further in spite of the destructinn 
of Finnish-Swedish butter exports by the new German duties 
and import policy in 1932-33, so thaI in 1933 Finland and 
Norway were even able to exceed their 1931 figures, while 
Sweden remained at the same level. 

(cc) Sweden, NOI'fJJaY. and Finland, and the rest of Europe 

Of European markets apart from Germany and England, 
only France, the Scandinavian countries themselves, and Spain 
deserve a passing reference with respect to their actual tariff 
levels. Even before, and still more after, the War, France 
was an important customer of all three States for semi-fioished 
wooden and paper articles, as well as for printing paper. 
(French tariff level for semi-finished goods abom 10-15% 
before and after the War; printing paper 30-40'Y .. 1913. 
40"'"50% in post-War times.) Between 1931 and 1933 the 
exports of the three countries to France did not change much. 
and 1933 yielded results similar to 1931. 

The relatively brisk inter-Scandinavian trade (export of 
Swedish semi-finished wooden and paper goods to Denmark, 
of Finnish meat to Norway and Sweden, of Danish ships to 
Norway, etc.) usually encountered very low duties. (Danish 
actual tariff level for Swedish semi-fioished articles 3-10%.) 
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Since the outbreak of the world economic crisis, however, 
protectionist tendencies have been growing even in these 
countries, provoking complaints from Finland about the high 
Norwegian meat duties.' 

For semi-finished wooden and paper goods also Belgium. 
Holland, and Spain were good customers. In the- former 
two countries these exports were mostly duty free, in Spain 
subjected to duties between 12% (1913) and 19% (1931). 

(d) General Trend of Swedish, Nonoegian, and Finnish 
Exports, 1913-34 

In the post-War period the exports of Sweden, Finland, 
and, to a lesser degree, Norway showed a very satisfactory 
development, the cause of which was their composition and 
their geographical distribution. For in the first place these 
exports consisted primarily of raw materials, semi or finished 
goods required by the paper trades, and the immense growth 
in the demand for such goods compared with pre-War times 
was one of the characteristic features of the post-War boom 
which lasted until 1929. Consequendy, these were goods 
which even in countries with a protectionist tariff policy were 
usually taxed moderately. Moreover, a large part of these 
exports was consigned to that greatest market of Europe which 
still pursued a far-reaching free trade policy. In addition 
the U.S.A. became a growing custom~ for these exports. 
These factors exerted a great influence upon Scandinavian 
exports (Denmark always excepted), also after the outbreak 
of the world economic crisis, and as the adhesion of these 
countries to the Sterling mock averted the greatest danger 
to their exports in 1931 from the geographical side, viz. the 
monetarY seclusion of their vital customer, England, the 
Scandinavian countries to-day (1935) are among the most 
prosperous in Europe. 

I See Report of Finnish Government to the League of Nations in 
Proc.«Ii1rgs, n, pp. 153-154. 
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This was pIainly shown by the figures of their exports 
during the year 193+ Whereas most of the industrial and 
agrarian States of Europe recorded severe shrinkages in their 
exports compared with 1931, let alone 1929, all three Scandi
navian countries again exceeded the results of 1931, Sweden 
by 7%. Norway by 17%. and Finland by as much as 38% 
(see the absolute figures in Table I of Appendix). As the 
unemployment figures and the revenue returns in 1934 and 
1935 were of a similar favourable character, it may be said 
that the world economic crisis has been most successfully 
overcome in North Scandinavian Europe, especially by Sweden 
and Finland. 

3. The Baltic States and the Tariffs in Europe. 

l'RELlMINARY REMARK: Th. tlzr .. Baltic States, Lettland, Estlwnia, 
tmd Lithuania fDD" too insignifoant, as exporting cmmtries, to 
justify a detailed tkscription of their exports tmd tM duties 
imposed on them. Thei,. export problems will therefore be 
tEmused only slwrtly in the jol/t1f1Jing s .. 1ions 

(a) Composition of Baltic Exports 

The exports of the Baltic countries included laIge quantities 
of raw materials and semi-finished articles as well as agrarian 
products. Agrarian exports were based almost wholly upon 
dairy fiIrming, co-operatively organized.' Butter, bacon, and 
meat, in the case of Lithuania live-stock also. were the most 
important expoIt products. Exports of raw materials and 
semi-finished goods are based on the great timber wealth of 
the three countries, and consist chiefiy of logs or rough timber. 
and, in the case of Lithuania and Esthonia, also of cellulose, 
in addition to flax. 

Upon the industrial foundations of their capitals, Tallin 
(Reval) and Riga, dating from the Russian domination of the 
Baltic, and under the protection of very high industrial duties,' 

I See EntJIIlu, I, pp. 120-121, 138-139. 
• Ibid., n, pp. 218, 287; W.d.A .. pp. 457-4$9. 
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Esthonia as well as LettIand developed textile and rubber 
industries which exported high proportions of their output. 

The impoItance of the exports of dairy produce increased 
between 1927 and 1931, while those of raw material and semi
finished exports declined. In the case of Lithuania agrarian 
exports were 70% of the total exports, in the case of Esthonia 
and LettIand the proportion was between 30% and 50%. The 
articles selected for calculating the actual tariff levels (I5 for 
Lithuania, 10 for Lettland, 8 for Esthonia) formed about 
60-75% of the total exports. The exports omitted consisted 
of duty-free raw materials. 

(b) Geographical Distribution 0/ Baltic Exports 

The exports of all three States went to EUIope to the 
extent of almost 100%, and between 75% and 8S% weze 
bought by Central EUIOpe.t Great Britain and Germany 
formed the principal export markets. Great Britain pUIchased 
25% and 35% respectively ofEsthonia's and Lettland's exports, 
Germany 2S% and 30% respectively. Germany received 
40-50% of Lithuania's exports, and England II-25%. 
Belgium, Holland, and France were also impoItant export 
markets for Lettish timber. 

(c) Actual Tariff LerJels of the chief Markets 0/ the 
Baltic Countries ' 

England, the best customer for Baltic raw material and 
semi-finished exports, as well as for the rapidly expanding 
bacon exports, remained open to Baltic produce, without 
imposing any duties, until 1931. After 1931 the deprecia
tion of the Pound and the English Tariff inflicted little 
injury upon the exports of the three States, chiefly owing 
to the large proportion of duty-free exports of timber, raw 
materials, and semi-finished articles for the production of paper. 

• Camp. GlWiicM, Vol. of Ta., p. 167. 
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In 1933 Great Britain was by far the most important customer 
for all three countries. 

Although Germany was an important market for Baltic 
raw materials and semi-finished goods, she was a still larger 
customer for agrarian exports, of which she remained by far 
the largest consumer (except bacon) until 1931, especially as 
the shrinkage in German purchasing-power since the out
break of the economic crisis led to her favouring Baltic butter 
in preference to the much more expensive Danish and Dutch 
product.' Between 1927 and 1929 German duties on the most 
important Baltic exports remained moderate (10-25%), but 
duties on Lithuania's exPorts of meat and live-stock were 
raised from about 25-30% in 1927, to 40-50% in 1931, and 
led to sharp declines. 

Germany's drastic measures of agrarian protection in the 
sphere of live-stock breeding after 1932-33 disturbed severely 
Baltic exports to Germany. In 1933 Germany's share of the 
total exports of all three countries had dropped considerablY 
in comparison with 1931, with the result that Germany was 
strongly supplanted by Great Britain as the best customer not 
only of Esthonia and Lettland, but also of Lithuania. 

(d) General Trend uf Baltic Exports, 1927-34 

Thanks to the brisk German demand for the agrarian exports 
before and even during the first two years of the world economic 
crisis, as well as to the growing English demand up to 1929, 
the total exports of the three countries developed very favour
ably; the.losses of 1931 were chiefly due to the effects of the 
crisis on their chief markets, and not to high tariff walls. 

After 1932 the protectionist closing of the German market:. 
which in the case of Lithuania was also influenced by political 
tension, was responsible for part of the very considerable 
reduction in Lithuanian and Lettish exports, in conjunction 
with the maintenance by all three States up to 1933, and by 

, See Bnquh" t. pp. 236-237. 
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Lettland and Lithuania afterwards, of the old gold parity, 
in spite of their intimate connections with the English market. 

Thus by I934 Lettland and Lithuania had seen their exports 
more than halved compared with the I93I figures, while 
already in the first year of the devaluation Esthonia was able 
to increase her exports so much, compared with 1932-33, that 
in the yeaI 1934 they reached 94'5% of the value of 193I. 

4. Poland and the Tariffs in Europe 

(a) Composition of Polish Exports 

Poland was the most important representative of that type 
of Border European State with mixed exports, of which the 
Baltic States were small represeI!tatives. As will be seen 
from Table A, exports of raw materials and semi-finished goods 
played a dominant part, after which came agrarian products, 
and finally some exports of finished goods, which were not 
yet very important. 

TABLE A: PRINCIPAL GROUPS OF POLISH 
EXPORTS, 192!r3I 

(In Mill. Zl. and % of Total Exports) 

19Z9 1931 
Group Mill. % Mill. % Z1. Zi. 

TotalExpom 2813 ' 100'0 1880 100'0 
Viz.: 

A. Asrarian expOIU . . 940 33'4 612 32'6 
B.Raw materials, semi-finished 

articles 1321 47'0 BOI 42'6 
C. Finished goods S5I 19'5 447 23'8 

Including: 
Sugar, etc.* . , 60S 21'S 450 24'1 
Coal, timber, semi-finished goods • B14 29'" 540 32 '0 
Tenile and metal goods t . 380 13'5 254 10'3 

• Sugar, dairy produce,1ive-stock. 
t Cotton goods, woollen yarns, semi-manufactured metal goods. 
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In view of the great lluctuations in the Polish com harvests.' 
exports of corn were much less import3nt than the steadily 
increasing exports of dairy produce (eggs, butteI) and bacon. 
Sugar expoIts were very import3nt. and between 1925'and 
1931 reached about 40% of the total sugar production.-

Among raw materials and semi-finished articles, exports 
of timbeI and coal occupied an import3nt place. Of industrial 
products the expoIts of semi-finished metal goods of the iron 
and zinc trades reached the highest figures; also exports of 
cotton and woollen goods were considerable. These trades 
were located in the Lodz district and. dating from the Russian 
era, were fostered by high tariffs. 

For calculating the actual taPif levels for Poland's exports. 
those goods were selected the export of each of which reached 
at least 15 Mill. Zlotys in 1927 Cl 1931. These made up a 
list of 39 atticles. whose export value represented 64-70% of 
the total and 85-90% of the agrarian exports. The excluded 
:remaindez consisted eithez of exports of duty-free raw mateziaIs 
Cl of goods which, in view of the great diffezentiation of the 
export statistics (4400 items), &iled to reach the export 
minimum. 

(b) Geographical Distribution of Polislt &ports 

Europe bought on the avemge about 96'4% of Polish expoIts 
in 1925-30. so that Poland was one of those Bordez States which 
were almost entirely dependent upon Europe. As Table B 
shows. these European expoIts went to a large extent to CeItain 
Central European countries. In 1927 Central Europe bought 
78% and in 1930 72'3% • of Polish exports to Europe, which 
left, however. a considerable share for Bordez Europe. 

England. Germany. Austria, and Czechoslovakia were so 
import3nt for Polish exports that more than 50% of he! total 

• See Part II, p. 91 of this book. 
• See E7fI1IlIte, 1, p. 126. 
• See Gtwlidrs, p. 167. 
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exports were absorbed by these markets, while the remainder 
went chiefly to Holland, Belgium, Scandinavia, and South· 
Eastern Europe (in 1:93I there were also considerable exports 
to Russia). The discussion of the important actual tariff 
levels for Polish exports can be confined to the States of 
industrial Europe and a few remarks about the position in 
agrarian Europe. 

TAB~ B: POLAND'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1929"3I 

In MiH. Zl. tmd % of Total Exports, goods ..",.e sent to: 

1929 1931 
Country Mill, 

% 
Mill, % ZL ZL 

Total Exports 2813 100'0 1880 100·0 
Including: 

Genmmy 877 
3

1
'" 3IS ,6'8 

Great Britain 238 10'3 318 17'0 
Austria Z9S 10'S I7S 9'3 
Czechoslovakia 296 IO'S 144 7" 
Sweden 107 3,8 91 4'9 

(c) Actual Tariff LefJels of the chief Markets of Poland 

I. Poland and Industrial Europe 

(aa) Poland and Germany 

In the whole period between 1927 and :1931, Polish exports, 
alone among the exports of all the European States, to Gennany 
were subjected to the autonomous Gennan duties, which were 
applied in consequence of the Polish-Gennan tariff W8I, If, 
nevertheless, Gennany was Poland's most important market 
in I927 as in 1929, this was due first to the predominance of 
logs and timber among Polish exports; even the autonomous 
Gennan duties on these goods were not high (23-25%); 
further, to the fact that Polish zinc was on the Gennan free list" 
and finally to the large volume of exports of eggs and butter, 
which were liable to very moderate autonomous duties (4-18%) 
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until 1929. Consequently, the actual German tariff level for 
Poland in 1927 reached not more than 14-19% in respect of 
agrarian. and 21-25% in respect of semi-finished, products. 

But owing to the enormous increases in German agrarian 
duties of 1930-31. the actual agrarian tariff level for Poland 
rose to 135-137% by 1931. while the duties on semi-finished 
goods had increased to 2']-31%. In consequence of these 
duties, but also owing to the crisis in Germany, Poland's 
exports in 1931 dropped by 64% compared with 1929. By 
1933 they had again fallen by 47% compared with the already 
deplorable position of 1931. and in the year when the German
Polish Treaty of Friendship was concluded these exports 
were only 19% of the 1929 figures (167 Mill. Zl.). They had 
thus suffered extensive damage, as had likewise German 
exports to Poland. 

(bb) Poland and Great Britain 
Between 1927 and 1931 Great Britain developed into a very 

good market for Polish exports (chiefly bacon and eggs). 
whereas the market for Polish wood products had begun to 
contract even in 1929. In spite of heavy sugar export losses 
between 1929 and 1931 (50% decrease of exports compared 
with 1929. English duties between 60% and 100%). the 
increase in bacon exports was so great that in 1931 England 
bought more from Poland than in 1927 and 1929. The 
depreciation of the Pound and the English tariff of 1932, on 
the one hand, and Poland maintaining the old gold parity, 
on the otha, inflicted severe injury to her exports to England, 
so that in 1933 they amounted to only 185 Mill. ZI., which 
was only 58% of the 1931 export. Yet this was a considerably 
betteI figure than that of the Polish export to Germany. 

(cc) Poland and the Tariffs of Awtria and CzechoslUIJakia 

Between 1927 and 1929 Austria and Czechoslovakia were . 
so important as Polish markets that they ranked next to , 
Germany and Great Britain. They bought 97% of Poland's 
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very considerable export of pigs (1929, 185 Mill. Z1.), Austria 
taking during this period 70% of the pork export,' and both 
countries imported from Poland large quantities of coal and 
other raw materials. In both States the actual tariff levels for 
Polish exports were low up to 1929. In 1927 they were between 
13% and 16% for Polish agrarian products, and between 10% 
and 25% for Polish semi-finished goods, but by 1931 they 
had quickly risen to a great height. In Austria the actual 
tariff level was now 23-27% for agrarian exports, but the duty 
on the most important product (pork) reached 120%. The 
Czech actual tariff level for agrarian exports now amounted 
to 63-91%. The great teduction in the Polish exports to 
both countries in 1931 was in the first place caused by heavy 
losses in agrarian exports due to these sharp duty increases, 
and in the second place by a decline in the exports of raw 
materials, caused by the crisis.' 
. Between 1931 and 1933 the still more drastic import policy of 
the two States effected a further reduction in Polish exports, so 
that in 1933 the exports to Austria and Czechoslovakia reached 
only 31-7% and 33-3% respectively of the exports in 1931 
(18-8% and 16-2% respectively of 1929)_ Here, too, we have 
to record, as in the case of Germany, an extensive reduction 
of an export trade which had been very brisk up to 1929. 

11. Poland and Border Europe 

Poland's exports to Border Europe went mainly to Scandi
navia (coal). and to a much smaller extent to South-Eastern 
Europe, which bought chiefly Polish yams, tissues. and semi
finished iron goods. In 1927 the Roumanian duties on such 
goods were still moderate (13-25%). Very quickly, however, 
the extreme tendencies of Ronmanian tariff policy affected 
these exports; by 1931 Roumanian duties on Polish artificial 

, See Enquire, I, pp. 123-128_ 
• Polish pig exportS to Czechoslovakia declined from 116 Mill. to 

6-8 Mill. Z1. between 1929 and 1931 I 
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silk yam had increased to I43 'Ye» and on iron meets and pipes 
to 47-80%. The consequence was the almost complete 
prohibition of these exports, and a drop in Roumania's per
centage of Polish exports by 50% between 1929 and 1931. 

(d) General Trend of Polish Exports, I92J-34 

Poland's exports, which developed favourably up to 1929 
in spite of the tariff war with Germany, were increasingly 
injured after the outbreak of the world economic crisis by 
European tariff policy so far as agrarian products and finished 
goods were concerned. 'To this cause must be attributed 
the greater part of the 33'3% decrease in the total exports 
between 1929 and 1931, which, however, comprised declines 
of moxe than 50% in the exports of single and 'Very impoItant 
products (sugat', barley, pigs, eggs, etc.), although the favourable 
development of meat exports to England in 1931 compensated 
Poland to some extent for the loss of the Central European 
markets. Since this year the more drastic reduction of 
imports, especially of agrarian imports, by Germany, Austria, 
and Czechoslovakia, in conjunction with the depreciation of 
the Pound and the new English tariff policy of 1932, reduced 
still further the exports of the gold country Poland, so that in 
1934 her total exports, valued at 980 Mill. Zlotys, were only 
52% of the value of 1931, or no more than a good third of 
1929. Deprived of the great Russian market of pre-War 
times,' surrounded by the insurmountable tariff walls of her 
neighbouring industrial countries and by depreciated cmrencies 
in Scandinaviil and England, as well as by stringent immigxa
tion prohibitions in Germany and the U.S.A., Poland has 
remained up to this day in a state of severe economic depression, 
without showing any definite signs of recovery. (lleginning 
ofI936.) 

1 In 1\113 Russia bought about 42% of what the present Polish 
territory then exported, but only 6'7% in 1\131. Comp. Report of 
Polish Government to the League of Nations 1\130, in Proce«Jing" n, 
p.201. 
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5. The South-Eastern States and the Tariffs in Europe 

(a) Composition of the Exports of the South-Eastern States 

Among the four post-War States of South-Eastern Europe. 
Roumania, Hungary, Yugoslavia, and Bulgaria, the last named 
a representative of the pure agrarian States of Bolder Europe,' 
while Roumanja and Yugoslavia are representatives of the 
States with mixed exportS with important percentages of raw 
materials and goods only slightly manufactured. As regards 
Hungary, in spite of the decisive weight of agrarian exportS, 
finished goods gained a steadily increasing percentage of her 
total exportS. 

Both the preponderance of agrarian exportS over the other 
export groups, as Table A, p. 322, distinctly shows, and the 
recurrence of the same products justified the common treat
ment of the problems of these countries, although they show 
important differences, with regard to their general economic 
structures. 

In the case of all four countries com and flour were the most 
important items of agrarian exports up to I929. (With 
exception of Bulgaria where after the War exportS of eggs 
surpassed those of corn.) As regards Hungary and Yugoslavia 
exports of live-stock and animal foodstuffs (pigs, cattle, meat, 
and eggs) supplanted corn exportS in the leading position of 
1931, whereas these retained this position in Roumania during 
this year. Exports of cattle and pigs, however, were sub
Stantial for a time here, as in the case of Bulgaria. In the case 
of Yugoslavia hops and fruit, in the case of Hungary sugar, 
were important export goods. Hungary was the greatest 
exporter of flour." The proportion of exports to total pro
duction was everywhere very great; in the case of Roumania's 
total agrarian production it amounted to 55% and was 

• If tobacco is considered to be an agrarian product. 
• Camp. Iinquir., I. pp. 28. 74-'75. 280, W.d.A., pp. 283. z!lS. about 

changes in the agrarian eq>orts of the European South-Eastern States 
in the post-War period. 
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estimated at much higher figures for certain branches. For 
the Hungarian sugar industry it was 50%.1 

-
TABLE A: CLASSIFICATION OF SOUTH-EASTERN 

EXPORTS, 1913-31 * 
In Mill. Leis, Pengiis, Lima., or DiMrs and % of Total Exports 

T.R. AB. I.E.l I.R.n 
Year CounIIy Mill. % Mill. % of Mill. % of Mill. %of 

T.E. T.R. T.E. 

1\113} . { 671 100'0 480 71'4 18S 27'7 6 0'9 
1929 RoWlWWl 29000 100'0 1,2700 44" 14200 4\1'0 2100 7'0 
1\131 22200 100-0 II7S0 53'0 9100 41'0 13S0 6'0 

19
1
3} { 93 

100'0 67 71'S 17 18'1 9'5 10'4 
1929 Bulgaria = lOO" 1860 2g'l 4090 63'9 444 6'9 
1931 100'0 2600 43"1 3160 53'4 170 2'9 

1929} {1040 100-0 691 66"1 136 13'1 2IZ 20-4 
1931 Hungary 570 100'0 328 S7-S 78 13'1 164 28'7 

~~} Yugo,lavia{ = 100-0 3730 47'% 3SOO 44'1 690 8"1 
100'0 %440 SO'7 2020 42-0 340 1'3 

* Roumania has no classification into the four groups of the Brussels 
specification. The 1913 figura are from Gaedieln, V.l. of Tablu, p. 19; 
the 1929 and 1931 figura are taken from the Roumanian Trade Statistics, 
and are only approximations. In the case of Yugoslavia the equivalent 
1913 figura fot Sezbia have been omitted. Bven fot Roumania the 
1913 figura are not sItictly oomparable to those of the post-Wu period. 

T.E. = Total Exports. 
A.B. =Agrarian Exports. 
I.E., = Exports of industrial raw materials and semi-finisbed goods. 

I.B.n = Exports of finisbed industrial goods. 

The substantial pexcentages of raw materials and semi
finished articles among the total- exports of Roumania and 
Yugoslavia consisIed in the first place of exports of large 
quantities of timber, logs, etc.; fu the case of Roumania, of 
steadily increasing exports of mineral oils also. Further, 
Yugoslavia exported tobacco, ores, and copper, Bulgaria 
toba~, which becante by far her most impoItant export 
article after the War. 

1 See Report of Roumanian Government to the League of Nations 
in Proceedint/s, 11, p. 217. 
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Lastly, Hungary's exports of finished goods consisted 
chiefly of articles of the engineering and textile trades, which, 
protected by high tariff walls, not only supplied Hungarian 
requirements to an increasing extent. but also developed a 
considerable export • 
. For calculating the most important actual tariff levels, 

16 leading export commodities were selected for Roumania, 
18 for Hungary, 23 for Yugoslavia, and 8 for Bulgaria. In the 
case of Bulgaria and Roumania their export values reached 
70-90%, in the case of Yugoslavia and Hungary about 60% 
of the total exports, and about 8Cl-9O% of the agrarian exports 
of these States. 

(b) Geographical Distribution of the Exports of the 
South-Eastern States 

About 90% of the exports of all four States were consigned 
to Europe in pre-War as in post-War times, which sufficiently 
indicated their overwhelming European orientation. (See 
Table III of Appendix.) Of these exports, Roumania and 
Bulgaria sold 88% and 78% respectively to Central Europe 
in 1913, after the War Hungary, Jugoslavia and Bulgaria sold 
on the average 75 to 85% to Central Europe, while Roumania's 
proportion was 70-76%.' 

As may be seen from Tables BI-IV, pp. 324-325, Germany, 
Austria, and Czechoslovakia were the most important markets; 
Italy, too, was of considetable importance, while England was 
a valuable market for Hungary and Roumania, especially in 
the post-War period. Finally, Ftance was an important 
market for Roumania.* In Border Europe Hungary was of 
some importance for Roumania and Yugoslavia, and Greece for 
Bulgaria and Yugoslavia. The following sections are confined 

, For exact figures sec Gaediclu, Vol. of Tar, pp. 166-I67 • 
• Belgium and Holland roo were important markets fur me Soum

Eastern States, especially before tb.e War, but most of me importa 
of me two countries from me Balkan States were tramit-imports. 
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to the above-mentioned countries in Central and Border 
Europe. 

TABLE BI: ROUMANIA'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 
1913-31 

In Mill, Lei and % of Rounumian Total Exports,gooa. fJJertI smt to: 

Country 

Total Exports 
Including: 

Belgium 
Austria-Hungary • 
Austria 
Czechoslovakia 
Hungary 
France 
Gennany 
Great Britain 

TABLE BII: 

1913 1929 1931 
Mill. 
L. % Mill. % Mill. % L. L. 

29000 100"0 22200 100"0 

450 1·6 1700 7.6 
8200 28'3 6;00 29''2 
2700 9'4 2400 10'7 
1800 6'2 1;60 7'0 
3200 u.., 2300 10-:Z 

1300 4'5 2410 10'9 
8000 27,6 2540 n'5 
1900 6'4 2250 10'0 

BULGARIA'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 
1913-31 . 

In Mill. Leua and % of Bulgarian Total Exports,good. ."ere sent to: 

19'3 1929 1931 

Country Mill. % 
Mill, 

% Mill. % L. L. L. 

Total Exports 93 100'0 6400 100.., 5930 100'0 
Including: 

Gennany 17 18'4 1910 29'9 1750 29'S 
Austria-Hungary • 14 15'4 '1300 20'3 1450 24'4 
Austria 800 12'S 993 167 
Italy 4 4'5 670 10'5 344 S-8 

• In the case of Bulgaria and Roumania, for the yean 1929 and 
1931 the tota!s of exports toAustria,Hungary, Yugosiavia,andCzecho
slovakia were added for comparison with 1913. 
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TABLE Bm: HUNGARY'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 
1929-31 

In Mill, Pengo and % of Hungarian Total Exports,goorls were sent to: 
1929 1931 

Countty Mill. 
% 

Mill. 
% p, p, 

Total Exports 1040 100'0 570 100'0 
Including: 

Austria , 316 30'4 170 29,8 
Czechoslovakia 17° 16'4 23'S 4'2 
Gennany , 121 II7 72'6 12'7 
Italy. . 71 'S 6'9 SS'6 9'S 
GreatBriWn 19 z-4 56 9-S 

TABLE BIV: YUGOSLAVIA'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 
1929-31 

In Mill_Dinars and % of Yugoskw Total Exports,goorlswere sent to: 
19Z9 1931 

Country Mill. 
% 

Mill_ 
% D_ D. 

Total Exports 7920 100'0 4800 100'0 
Including: 

Italy . 1970 24-9 1200 25-0 
Austria 124° .15-6 727 IS-I 
Czechoslovakia 426 5-4 744 IS-S 
Gennany 675 8-5 543 II-3 
Hungary S3S 6-8 318 6-6 

(c) Actual Tariff Levels of the chjef Markets of the 
South-Eastern States 1 

I. The South-Eastern States and Industrial Europe 

(aa) The South-Eastern States and Germany 

Before and after the War until 1929 Germany was an im
portant market for South-East European agrarian products.; 
she was Bulgaria's best customer in 1931, Before the War 

• As the Bulgarian export statistics for 1931 bad not been published 
at th. time of writing, the actual tariff level. tor this country could 
be calculated only for 1913 and 1927. 
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both Roumania and Bulgaria exported substantial quantities 
of wheat, barley, and maize, as well as eggs, and, in the case 
of Bulgaria. tobacco to Germany. After the War wheat 
exports lagged considerably behind the expanding exports 
of barley and maize, except in the case of Hungary, while 
Bulgaria's exports of eggs and tobacco increased. As regards 
raw materials and semi-finished articles Germany was a great 
market even before the War for Roumanian mineral oil and 
timber, while after the War she became a 1arge buyer of 
Yugoslavia's timber and copper. Up to 1929 the German 
duties on these products were generally moderate. (Corn 
duties. 1913 and 1927, between 25% and 37%; timber 
products. 1913 about 7'5%. 1927 about 15-20%; oil products, 
1913: 19-28%,1927: 54%; tobacco, 1913: 73%, 1927: 36%.) 

The year 1929 witnessed a fundamental change in connection 
with the most important group of South-Eastern European 
exports to Germany (corn). By 1931, in fact, the German 
corn duties had risen to about 120-190%. On the other hand, 
the duties on eggs, fruit, and wood products had altered very 
little, but the huge increases in the oil duties of 1930 had 
raised them up to over 250-450%. 

Owing to these duties. the exports of Roumania and Hungary 
suffered severe reductions in 1931. Yugoslavia's exports were 
less affected, and Bulgaria's exports least of all. Between 1931 
and 1933 the exports of all countries dropped. in consequence 
of more restrictive measures of German agrarian protection, 
which now included animal foodstuffs. By reason of Germany's 
far-reaching self-sufficiency in corn, the South-Eastern States 
lost one of their most important markets for their grain 
exports. Consequently, they bought fewer industrial products 
from Germany (1934-35). 

(bb) The South-Eastern States and Austria 
The 1arge imports of the small post-War Austria from the 

South-Eastern States were the exptession of the natural 
cohesion of the old Danubian area. With a low actual tariff 
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level (1927, 7-19%), Austria was an important customer for 
corn and flour~ above all for live-stock and daily produce of 
Hungary, Yugoslavia, and Roumania and for the sugar of 
Hungary. Even in 1931 live-stock and daily produce were not 
excessively taxed (up to 20%). On the other hand, the duties 
on corn and flour had risen by then to 8~120%, while sugar 
was taxed 200% and mineral oil as much as 175%. 

Thanks to the large proportion of exports consisting of 
live-stock and daily produce in the South-Eastern total exports 
to Austria, these developed fhlrly well until 1931. The 
heaviest losses were suffered by Hungary in view of her large 
flour and corn exports (Austrian fiour duty, I931, 120%). 
Already before the crisis Austria had imposed heavy duties 
on flour to protect Austrian milling; this had severely injured 
the Hungarian flour industry, which had been organized from 
pre-War times for supplying the requirements of Austrian 
and Yugoslavian territory, and consequently this industry was 
working at no more than 25-33% of its capacity in 1927, 
while by 1931 Yugoslavian fiour exports to Austria had been 
almost completely destroyed.> By 1933 Bulgarian exports 
had fallen considerably compared with 193I, while the 
shrinkage was less severe in the case of Hungary and Roumania, 
and Yugoslavia even managed to exceed the figures of 193I. 
Austria's dependence on imports from Hungary and Yugo
slavia, which no political frontiers could destroy, prevented 
such great displacements of exports to Austria as have been 
recorded in the case of Germany. 

(cc) The Squth-Eastern States and Czechoslovakia 

Up to I93I Czechoslovakia was Hungary's second-best 
customer, as well as an excellent market for the corn and flour 
surplus, the live-stock and dairy produce of Roumania and 
Yugoslavia (duties on corn and flour between 17% and 25%). 
The outbreak of the world economic crisis and the Czecho-

• Sce BnqvIU, x, p. 28; W 40.4., pp. 283, 287, 300. 
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Hungarian tariff war of 1930 put an end to this state of affairs. 
Apart from the rapid rises in the corn duties of Czechoslovakia 
after 1929, this country also enforced its autonomous duties 
against Hungary, with the result that the Czech duties on 
Hungarian corn were raised to more than 90% in 1931, while 
the duties on live-stock and dairy produce were considerably 
higher. By 1931 this tariffwar had nearly destroyed Hungarian 
exports, while Yugoslavia, in spite of the much higher Czech 
actual tariff level for her agrarian exports (60-65%), profited 
from this struggle so greatly as to be able to export far more 
goods to Czechoslovakia in 1931 than in 1929. In spite of 
similar heavy corn duties, Roumania was able to increase hei
corn exports to Czechoslovakia so extensively as nearly to reach 
the level of total exports of 1929, so that Czechoslovakia took 
a larger percentage of the Roumanian total exports in 1931 
than in 1929. Between 1931 and 1933 this situation under
went little change; the once brisk exchange of goods between 
Czechoslovakia and Hungary has not yet been resumed (1934). 

(dd) The South-Eastern States and Italy 

After the War Italy became an important customer for all 
the South-Eastern States. She was by far Yugoslavia's best 
customer, and in the case of Hungary she more than doubled 
her share of that country's total exports between 1927 and 1931. 
The Italian share in Bulgarian exports was higher in 1931 
than in 1913, and only in the case of Roumania it was a little 
lower than in 1913. This favourable position was stimulated 
by the composition of South-Eastern exports to Italy. The 
principal goods exported were maize, barley, live-stock, and 
meat, as well as timber and mineral oil For all these com
modities, which could not be produced in sufficient quantities 
in Italy. the Italian duties both before and after the War 
remained very moderate (for live-stock and dairy produce 
about 8-25% before and after the War; for Yugoslavia's 
total agrarian exports, 1927. 11-29'5%; 1931. 13-20-5%). 
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The sole exceptions were the Italian wheat duties, which 
already in 1929 reached 60-65%, but were raised to 1:80-260% 
by 1931'; this led to the complete destruction of these exports; 
further, the Italian duties on mineral oils which were over 
100% in 1927 and more than 300% in 1931, but did not lead 
to any appreciable decline in exports. For Roumanian and 
Yugoslav timber the Italian duties were very low (about S %). 
Between 1931 and 1933 Italy's importance somewhat dimin
ished in the case of Yugoslavia, but it remained what it was 
for the other South-Eastern States. 

(ee) The SOflth-Eastern States and France 

Before and after the War France was an important customer 
for Roumanian wheat, and in 1931 for barley and mineral oil 
as well. For com the French actual tariff level in 1913 was 
about 31%, in 1927 about 20'7' ... but in 1931 about 7S%. 
Compared with other States, the duties on mineral oil were 
very moderate (in 1913 between 35% and 65%, in 1931 between 
90% and 120%). Even after 1931 France remained an 
important market for Roumanian products, so that in the year 
1933 she bought 12'S% of Roumania's total exports, the 
highest percentage since 1927. For the other States France 
was an unimportant customer. 

(If) The South-Eastern States and. Great Britain 

Before the War Great Britain was a good customer for 
Ronmanian com and mineral oil, and after the War for 
Roumanian and Hungarian com and Roumanian mineral oil, 
as these commodities were exported to England duty free.I 

Since 1931 trade relations between Roumania and England 
have been considerably improved, with the result that in 
1933 England was Roumania's best customer. On the other 

, Apart from the mineral oil, for whi~ the high Engli.h post-War 
fiscal duties represented a tax of 10% in 1921, and of more than 
200% in 1931. 
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hand, Hungary has lost much ground in England since 
the depreciation of the Pound and the English Tariff of 
1932• 

H. The South-Eastern States and Agrarian Eur~ 

There were two noteworthy features of the exports of the 
South-Eastern countries to Border Europe. In the first 
place, Greece, largely deficient in corn, dairy produce, and 
timber, imported her requirements from Bulgaria, Roumania, 
and Yugoslavia, SO that for the time being she took a con
siderable share of the total exports of these States (9'7% of 
Yugoslav exports in 1927. 14'8% of Bulgarian), Further, 
Hungary was obliged to import her timber requirements 
mainly from Roumania and Yugoslavia, and this was done 
without imposing duties, Roumanian and Bulgarian exports 
to Greece consisted chiefly of flour exports. which in 1913 
were liable to duties of about 30-35%, falling to 21% in 1927. 
but rising to 80% in 1931. owing to heavy increases in the 
Greek flour duties, the effect of which was to paralyse the 
exports to Greece, For Yugoslavian com exports the Greek 
acrual tariff level in 1927 was 21%, but by 1931 it had risen 
to 50%. 

The second noteworthy feature of the export trade of 
South-Eastern Europe with Border Europe was Hungary's 
industrial exports to the neighbouring countries, for which 
she became increasingly important as a supplier of semi and 
wholly finished goods, machinery, apparatus, and even textiles. 
Except for agriculrural machinery and electrical goods Hungary 
had here to contend with a growing industrial protectionism 
which she herself practised extensively. (Example: duties 
on Hungarian steel in Yugoslavia, 1927,41%; 1931, 48%.) 
In view of increasing general economic difficulties, the mutual 
relationships of the South-Eastern countries were scarcely 
intensified hetween 1931 and 1933, in spite of all the efforts 
in the direction of a closer political and economic unity. 
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(d) General Trend of South-Eastern Exports, 1913-34 

(See Tables DI and Dn, p. 332) 

In surveying the post-WaI movements of the exports of 
the four South-Eastern countries with respect to the tariff 
policies of their customers, it must be acknowledged that 
since 1929 high duties have exerted a very unfavourable effect 
upon them. The export position of all these States (except 
Bu1gar:ia) became very serious after 1929, when their most 
important exports were increasingly excluded from the maIkets 
of industrial countries by unprecedented duties on com; a 
tariff WaI between HungaIy and Czechoslovakia worsened 
the situation for Hungary after 1930. Consequently, the 
latter's export losses in 1931 were the greatest, although 
both Roumania's and Yugoslavia's export losses were likewise 
very considerable, while BuIgaIia's tendency to concentrate 
upon exports of tobacco and eggs-two products not so 
heavily hit by duties till 1931-averted a severe set-back. As 
BgraIian protection was still further reinforced in all industrial 
countries between 1931 and 1933, the recent trend of South
Eastern exports (1935) has been anything but satisfactory, 
especially as regaIds HungaIy and BuIgaIia, which have no 
exports of industrial raw materials to compensate them for 
their shrinking agraIian exports. 

Assuming 1931 to be lOO, 1934 HungaIy and BuIgaIia 
only reached 48-6% and 43'2%. Yugoslavia and Roumania 
only 80% and 61% respectively of the exports of this Yeal. 
The full extent of the shrinkage can only be perceived if 1929 
be selected as the basis of compaIison. in which C8$e HungaIy 
and BuIgaIia reached only 26'6% and 40%, Roumania and 
Yugoslavia only about 48% respectively of the last normal 
European post-WaI year. It was remarkable that this South
Eastern State, whose exports recently developed most favour
ably (1935) was the only one of the four which devalued its 
currency after 1931 (Yugoslavia, 1934. about 23 % depreciation). 
On the whole, the situation of these four States which are 
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dependent upon agrarian exports, has remained unsatisfactory 
up to the present day (beginning of 1936). 

TABLE DI: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS FOR HUNGARY 
(Only for Group A, foodstuffs) 

(In % of Prices) 

Country 1927 1931 

Austria . (I) 16"8-19"2 'u) 79"0 
Czechoslovakia (I) 10"0-13"0 47"<>-53"0 

TABLE DII: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS FOR 
YUGOSLAVIA 

(Only for Group A, foodstuffs) 
(In % of Prices) 

Country 

Italy • 
Austria . 
Czechoslovakia 

1927 

'lG) 10"8-:>9"5 
(e) 1'2-IO-3 

(.) 33"<>-35"0 

1931 

13"I-ZO"S 

. 34"8-38"0 
60"0-65"0 

6. The Mediterranean Border States C Greece, Spain, 
Portugal) and the Tan1fs in Europe 

Ca) Composition of Exports of the Mediterranean 
Border States 

Foodstuffs (Southern fruits) play the chiefpart in the exports 
of the thtee Mediterranean Botder States, Greece, Spain, and 
Portugal, as Table A. p. 333 shows. Spain only exported 
considerable quantities of raw materials and semi-finished 
goods (ore and metals). The preponderance of the same or 
similar products among their agrarian exports justified a 
common discussion of the export. problems of the three 
countries. All three exported 1arge quantities of wine. 
Between 1913 and 193I wine exports varied between 35% and 
27% of Portugal's total exports, i7% and 1I% of Spain's 
total exports, and 14'S% and 4% of Greece's total exports. 
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. Fruits and olive oil were the most important part of the 
agrarian exports of Greece and Spain. Portugal and, to a 
lesser extent, Spain exported considerable quantities of 
tinned fish (sardines). After the War tobacco became the 
chief item in Greece's exports, being 53-56% of the whole, 
compared with I5% in I913. Among the (less important) 
exports of finished goods from Spain and Portugal, cork 
articles played the chief part. Before and after the War 
the export values of the goods selected for calculating the 
most important acrual tariff levels (7 goods for Greece, I9 for 
Spain, and 10 for· Portugal) reached about 45-60% of the 
total exports in the case of Portugal and Spain, and 70-85% 
in the case of Greece. So far as the goods omitted were not 
raw materials on the free list, an analysis of the geographical 
distribution of exports will afford some explanation of the 
very low percentage of the selected goods in the case of Spain 
and Portugal. 

TABLE A: CLASSIFICATION OF EXPORTS OF THE 
MEDITERRANEAN BORDER STATES, 1913-31 

(In Mill. Drachmas, Pesetas and Escudo. and % of Total Exports) 
T.E. A.E. I.E.I I.E.n 

Year Country Mill. % Mill. %of Mill. %0£ Mill. % of 
T.E. T.E. T.E. 

1913} {= 
100'0 94 79'0 23 19'O} . 

19Z9 Greece 100'0 2370 34'0 4470 64'0 unimportant 
1931 100'0 148s 35'3 2.S8o 61'4 

1913} ross 100'0 473 44'S 333 31'4 ns 23'3 
19Z9 Spain :lIo8 100'0 1200 57'0 436 zo·s 472 22"2 

1931 961 100'0 673 69'0 162 16'5 137 14'S 

1913} { 3S 100'0 23 64's 9 25'0 4 10'5 
192.9 Portugal 1073 100'0 620 57'8 32.5 3°'3 12.8 U'9 
1931 812 100-0 SS7 68'6 184 22"7 ,I g'7 

T.B. =Total &ports. 
AB. =Asrarian I!xporta. 

I.E.I = Exports of raw __ and semi-finished goods. 
I.B.n = Exports of finished goods. . 
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(b) Geographical Distributitm of the Exports of the 
Mediterranean Border States 

In the main features of the geographical distribution of their 
exports, all three countries showed great similarity, as they 
were more loosely integrated with Europe than the other 
states of Border Europe, as regards both imports and exports. 

Europe's share of the total exports of Spain and Portugal, 
before and after the War, fluctuated between 62% and 7I%. 
In the case of Greece the proportion was 83% before the War, 
but only about 74% after the War.' Colonies and old relations 
to South America in the case of Spain and Portugal, and the 
long distances by land from the European trading centres 
in the case of all three countries exerted a disintegrating effect 
on their European commerce. Central Europe's share among 
the European exports of all three countries was preponderant, 
being 8S"'93% in 1913 as well as after the War. This share 
was less only in the case of pre-War Portugal (66·S%) owing 
to that country's closer integration with Spain.' As Tables 
BI-BIII show, these exports went largely to England, France, 
and Germany, although Italy was of greaI importance to 
Greece after the War. 

TABLE BI: GREECE'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1913'-31 

In Mill. Dradtmas and % of Total Greek Exports,goods fDwe sent to: 

1913 1929 1931 

Country Mill. % Mill. % Mill. % Dr. Dr. Dr. 

Total Exports II9 1oo"Q ']000 100-0 4200 100'0 
Viz. to: 

Great Britlin • 28 24.'0 826 11,g 628 IS'O 
Germany 12 IO'2 1614 23'1 587 14'0 
Italy , 4 3':> 1280 18'3 696 16'S 
U,SA. , 10 8'2 III4 IS'9 724 17'2 

I For exact figures see GtwlicM, p. 20. 

I For exact fi~ see Gaed"CM, pp. 166-167. 
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TABLE BII: SPAIN'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1913--31 
In Mill, P .. , and % of Total Spanish Exports, goods were sent to: 

1913 1929 1931 

Country Mill, % Mill. % Mill. % p, p, p, 

Total Exports 1058 100'0 :u08 100'0 961 100-0 
Viz,m: 

France , 244- 2.3'0 462. 2.1'9 196 20'4 
Great Britain , 22.9 2.1'6 399 18"9 237 2.3'6 
Germany 73 7'0 157 7'4 87 9'0 
U,S.A, , 72 6'8 258 12"2 74 7'1 

TABLE Bm: POttTUGAL'S PRINCIPAL MARKETS, 1913-31 
In Mill Esc, and % of Total Portuguese Exports,gooa. were sent to: 

1913 1929 1931 

CountIy Mill, % Mill, % 
Mill, 

% B. B, B, 

Total Exports ' 35'3 100'0 1073 100'0 812. 100'0 
Viz,m: 

Great Britain , 7'6 n's 2.51 2.3'4 189 23'3 
France , 1'3 3'8 lI9 11·1 ISO 18'4 
Germany 3'4 9'7 lI8 11"0 82. 10'1 
U,S.A, , 1'1 3'1 60 S-6 37 4'6 

Among overseas exports of all three countries the share of 
the U,S.A, increased to a striking extent, The analysis of 
expon trends and actual tariff levels could be confined to the 
markets of Central Europe, and once again the method of 
simultaneous comparisons of the relationS of all three countries 
to a single imponant market was employed. 

(c) Actual Tariff Levels uf the chief Markets of the 
Mediterranean Border States 

(aa) Great Britain as a Market for the Three Countries 

Before and afteI the Wax Great Britain was a very imponant 
market, in fact, the most imponant market for Greece and 
Ponugal's foodstuffs and wines. Apan from light fiscal duties 
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on dried currants and raisins (29% before, 13-17% after, the 
War), these exports (with exception of wines) entered duty free, 
and after the War considerably increased in value and quantity 
until 1929, while they maintained their position up to 1931. 
Wine exports, however, developed unfavoUIllbly. Here, the 
English wine duties were very high even in 1913, being about 
40-55% for the more expensive Spanish and Portuguese wines 
(according to alcoholic content), and between 150% and 350% 
for the cheaper Greek wines.' 

After the War England raised her wine duties considerably, 
so that for Greek exports between 1927 and 1931 they reached 
a height between 300% and 900%, for SpaniSh and Portoguese 
exports between 75% and 2OO'Y0> and as much as 1000% in 
the year 1931.· Those enormous duties had the effect, in 
conjunction with the economic crisis, of practically preventing 
Greek and Spanish wine exports to England in 1931, and 
inflicting heavy losses on the Portuguese exports. 

Between 1931 and 1933 England's importance as a market 
for Spanish and Portuguese exports remained unchanged. 
In the case of Portuguese exports to England the absolute 
figure of exports was almost the same as in 1931, but 
Spain recorded a sharp absolute decline in 1933, which, 
however, did not exceed the general reduction in her total 
exports.· 

(bb) France as a Market for tM Three Countries 

In spite of her own wine surplus, France was an important 
customer of all three States, before and after the War--in the 
case of Spain, even the largest customer for wines and other 

1 This did not check exporta to England, in view of the high 
English purchasing power. 

• The falling gold price of Spanish and Portuguese wines in pesetas 
and escudos which were considerably below the gold parity helped 
to briog ajjout this rise, Englisb duties on wine heing specific ones. 

• Data of the geographic:al distribution of Greece's exportS of 1933 
were not available. 
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exports 1 until 1931. when she was supplanted in this position 
by England. largely owing to the French wine tariff policy. 
Although the French wine duties were considerably high in 
1913 and 1927 (on Greek wines about 50% and 44-88%, on 
Spanish 37% and 19-33%), heavy increases between 1929 
and 1931 raised them to 60-120% for Greek and 100-200% 
for Spanish wines. In addition to which there was the French 
prohibition of wine mixing of December 1929, before referred 
to.' This policy had almost paralysed Greece's as well as 
Spain's wine exports to France by 1931.-

It was also largely responsible for the severe set-back in 
Spain's total exports to France and aroused great resentment 
in Spain.' This unfavourable trend in Spanish exports was 
also influenced by the rise of the French duties on the other 
Spanish agrarian exports in 1931, due, except in the case of 
wine. more to the fall in prices than to an increase in rates. 
In 1913 and 1927 the French actual tariff level for all Spanish 
agrarian exports was about 17-20%. in 1931. 35~I%. In 
contrast to Spain, Portugal was able to develop her export 
trade with France in the post-War period to a remarkable 
extent, as the chief item in this trade-tinned fish-was subject 
to much lower duties between 1927 and 1931 than in 1913, 
and even the Portuguese exports of more expensive wines 
were less hit by the French duties and the wine mixing pro
hibition. and steadily expanded. Up to recent times (1934) 
France has not recovered her place as the largest market for 
Spanish goods. In 1933 the French i-eIative share was the 
same as in 1931. On the other hand, Portugal's exports to 
France have suffered severely since 1931, owing to French 
quota restrictions, etc., so that in 1933 they were only half 
the figures of 1931. 

1 This is explained by the general custom of mixing French with 
foreign win ... 

• See p. 68 of this study. . 
• Spamsh wine sports to France declined from 152 Mill. pesetas in 

1929 to 45 Mill. pesetas in 1931. 
• See Jones, op. cit., pp. 47 et seq. 

y 
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(cc) Germany as a Marketfor the Three Countries 

Germany was Greece's second best. and Spain's and 
Portugal's third-best, customer in the post-War period. an 
important market especially for the wines of all three countries. 
Before the War, the German duties on the agrarian products 
of these countries were fixed rather high 1 (for wine 30-85%; 
for Greek fruit and tobacco 400-50%), but fell considerably 
in 1927 (to about 20-30% for all goods, owing to a sharp 
upward trend in prices; the height of the wine duties remaining 
unchanged). After the beginning of the world economic 
crisis, this position changed for the worse as regards the 
exports of wine and tobacco, owing to heavy increases in the 
German duties during 1930 and 1931. By the latter year the 
tobacco duty for Greece had risen to about 63%, and wine 
duties for Greece and Spain to about 200-300%, whereas 
the duties on fruit continued to be low (9-23 %). The result 
was a severe shrinkage in the exports of tobacco and wine in 
1931, while the Spanish exports of fruit held theit own. 
Between 1931 and 1933 Portuguese exports to Germany 
remained very stable, but Spanish exports to Germany declined 
somewhat more than Spanish total exports. 

(dd) Italy as a Market for Greece 

In the post-War period Italy developed from the small 
customer that she was in 1913 into an important buyer of 
Greek fruit. wines, and tobacco, Italian post-War duties on 
Greek exports with exception of the wine duties being much 
lower than those of 1913." 

Greek exports to Italy sustained considerable losses after 
the outbreak of the world economic crisis until 1931, but 
Italy's very important position as a market for Greek goods 
remained unimpaired. 

, With exception of the low duties on Spanish fruit. 
I On fruits, I913, 60%; on wines, 50%; 19~7-3I. on fruit, 20-

25%; on wines lOO-J20%. 
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(d) General Trend of the Exports of the 
Three Countries, 1913--34 

By their composition and geographical distribution the 
exports of the three States were preserved until 1929 from 
severe injury by any protectionist tariff policy in their main 
European markets. Moreover, the tendency observable 
throughout Europe to eat more fruit and the currency de
valuations which had taken place in Spain and Portugal. even 
before 1927, gsve a special impetus to their export trade. 
After 1929 great increases in the wine and tobacco duties, 
combined with the fact that the consumption of such goods 
was peculiarly susceptible to any crisis, inflicted heavy losses on 
the exports of the three States. In the case of Spain in spite 
of a marked depreciation of her currency the development 
of exports was very unfavourable; her great export to the 
U.S.A. suffered heavy losses after the introduction of the 
American tariff of 1930, and the Spanish revolution of 1931 
hampered foreign trade. Thanks to a progressive deprecia
tion of the currency, Portugal's exports developed better, 
while Greece, with a stable currency, suffered substantial 
losses. The depreciation of the currency, which continued in 
Spain and Portugal even after 1931, and began in Greece 
in 1932, preserved the exports of the three countries from 
excessive declines in the following years (1933-34). The 
figures of 1934 showed that their exports exceeded the results 
of 1931 (Greece by 30%. Spain by 50%, and Portugal by 
12%) and had reached about 70-85% of the figures of 1929 
(see Table I of Appendix). These results were favourable, 
compared with the export position of the gold countries of 
industrial Europe or the Eastern and South-Eastern Border 
States of agrarian Europe. 
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SUMMARY: THE ECONOMIC INTEGRATION OF 
EUROPE UP TO 193I AS AFFECTED BY 
EUROPEAN TARIFFS 

(See Tables BI-IV, IVA, B of Appendix) 

WITH the discussion of the export problems of the three 
Mediterranean countries we have concluded the series of 
detailed inquiries into the export structures and actual tariff 
levels of post-War Europe between I927 and I931.' 

It is now possible to summarize the results of the third part 
of our inquiry, i.e. to give a more general answer to the question 
how European tariff policy affected the economic integration 
ofEUIope between 1927 and 1931. 

A glance, however, at the very incomplete number of 
countries, groups, and classes of goods in Table B or D of 
actual tariff levels is sufficieot to show that this cannot be 
adequately done with the aid of statistical inquiries into actual 
tariff levels alone. 

At this stsge of the inquiry, therefore, we must revert to 
what was elucidated in the analysis of the potential tariff levels 
in the second part. 

Since the tariff policy of the single countries has been 
discussed in detail in the separate sections, we can now base 
OUI results on the figures of the general tariff levels.· 

The years before the beginning of the world economic crisis 
in the autumn of 1929 and the period afterwards up to the 

, No lI1lllIysis has been made of Ireland'. exports, as up to 1931 
that countty was mainly dependent on the English market which 
admitted Irish (agrarian) produce duty free. A discussion of the 
export position of Iceland, Albania, and European Turkey is also 
omitted, owing to the small importance of the export tIade of these 
three countries. 

• Statistically set furth in Table IYB of the Appendix. 
340 
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end of the year 1931 must be sharply separated. The first 
period, in which, between 1925 and 1929, an extensive recon
struction of world and European economy took place, has been 
aptly called the "Period of Reconstruction." 1 For this the 
figures of the tariff levels of 1927 were taken as representative 
figures. The second period (autumn of 1929 to end of 1931) 
in which the world economic crisis began in ever-increasing 
degree to shake the economic foundations of first a few and 
then almost all European States, could only be called the 
" Period of Destruction." 

I. The Period of Reconstruction, 1925-29 

Among the most important results of the investigations of 
Gaedicke and von Eynern was the conclusion that "in the 
rebuilding of European Integration after the War only gradual 
dislocations occurred, which amld alter in no wise the funda
mental equilibrium within European trade relationships," 
and that the political disintegration by the peace treaties of 
economic areas which were compact in 1913 "did not go nearly 
as far as might have been expected from the disruption of 
great European markets, and the consequent mutual ex
clusion, prompted by attempts at self-sufficiency." "During 
the years which immediately preceded the outbreak of the 
world economic crisis, there was . obviously a tendency to 
restore the conditions existing before the War." I These 
conclusions applied to the trend of trade between 1925 and 
1929. 

If we compare the figures of the general tariff levels in 
1927 with those of 1913, these conclusions of Gaedicke and 
von Eynern can only be confirmed by the reservation of 
important changes (plainly perceptible even in 1927 or 1929) 
in the tariff situation of Europe compared with 1913 so far 
as the European tariffs of the period of reconstruction were 
conceroed • 

• Alfrod Weber, in Preface to Gaedicko, Vol. of Tu., p. v • 
• GaedicM, Vol. of Tu', p. 12S. 
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In industrial Europe the most impoltlnt changes consisted 
of the appearance of very appreciable English industrial 
duties on goods which entered duty free in 1913 and of the 
almost general rise of the duties on industrial finished goods 
causing a rise of the general tariff levels of Germany. Italy. 
Czechoslovakia, and Switzerland. In agrarian Europe they 
consisted of a heavy rise of general tariff levels through
out the European East, South-East. and in Spain, effected 
mainly by the sharp increases in industrial duties. 

Thus, in spite of the rebuilding of the economic pre-War 
integration of Europe, the close" observer became aware of 
dangerous tendencies in the growing protectionism of many 
European countries, even in the period of reconstruction, 
especially in connection with certain groups of goods. The 
level of world prices, however, of this period, which in 1927 
and 1929 was respectively 39-2% and 36-5% higher than that of 
1913 according to calculations of the "Deutsche Reichs
statistische Amt," 1 and the filvourable export positions of all 
those branches of agriculture and industry which catered for 
specific post-War needs, spread a kind of veil over these 
dangerous fractures in the edifice of European integration now 
in course of rebuilding. 

2. The Period uf Destruction, 1929-31 

Since the memorable collapse of the New York exchange 
in the autumn of 1929 a heavy fall in prices, first of world 
agrarian commodities then of the industrial ones also, set in 
which by 1931 had deilated the world agrarian price level, and 
by 1932-33 the whole price level of world trade commodities 
to such an extent as to exclude all comparisons drawn from 
modern economic history. Assuming the period 1925-29 
to be 100, world agrarian prices fell from 98-4% in the year 
1927 to 48"2% in 1931, that is by more than 50%, the index 
of world industrial prices during the same period from 92-9% 
to 60-8'7'0, that is by 34"5%." 

1 Camp. Star. Jahrbuch, 1934> p. 121. • Ibid .. p. 144. 
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This development with ever-increasing severity destroyed 
that veil which had concealed the rise in European tarifiS 
during the period of reconstruction. The example of some 
Swedish tariff levels shows the rises in tariffs that this fall in 
prices would occasion in 1931, with specific duties remaining 
unaltered. This is also shown by the rapid automatic growth 
of all those tariff levels in Border Europe where duty rates 
were changed very little after 1929.1 

But the unusually violent and swiftly growing agrarian 
protectionism of the industrial states of Central Europe' was 
still more disastrous to the economic integration of Europe 
between 1929 and 1931 than the above-mentioneddeve1opment. 

It was mainly the increases in the agrarian duties which 
were responsible for the enormous rise in the general tariff 
levels recorded in 1931 in industrial Europe." 

Until the autumn of 1931 the existence of a large English 
market still almost duty free formed a corrective of great 
importance to the industrial as well as the agrarian countries 
of Europe, which was plainly expressed in the growth of 
England's importance as a market for nearly all European 
States.' 

With England's departure from the Gold Standard in 
September 1931, far-reaching changes in the economic in
tegration of Europe began to be discernible, compared with the 
picture presented by Gaedicke and von Eynem for the period 
till 1929. These were due to a large :extent to the European 
tariff policy between 1929 and 1931. Recalling the division 
of Europe into the two great spheres of integration-that of 
the industrial countries of Central Europe among each other 
and that of industrial Europe with the agrarian Border Europe 

1 See the figures fur Hungary, Yugoslavia, Spain, etc., in Tables 
IV A-B of the Appendix. 

I Great Britain and Belgium ."cluded. 
I Extreme industrial protection played a large part only in the case 

of Italy and Czechoslovakia. 
• This also applied to a lesser degree to the free..trade markets of 

Scandinavia, Belgium, and Holland. 
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as well as the subdivisions of the latter into several spheres
these changes may be summarized as fullows:-

1. The sphere of economic integration of the industrial 
countries was menaced by the new English tariff of 1931-32, 
by drastic Italian and Czech industrial protection with a far
reaching loss of these three countries as markets, concealed in 
1931 in the case of England by large coverings in anticipation 
of the coming duties. Among the remaining states, industrial 
exports which were still liable on the whole to moderate duties 
kept up fairly well. So far as these countries had any sub
stantial agrarian exports (corn, sugar, or wines) they had been 
extensively destroyed by 1931. 

2. The connections between Central and Border Europe 
were to a large extent threatened. on the one band, by the new 
agrarian protectionism of Central Europe; this was a serious 
menace to the exports of the Eastern and South-Eastern 
countries to Germany, Austria, Czechoslovakia. On the 
other band, the industrial protectionism of the Eastern and 
South-Eastern countries as well as of Spain inflicted extensive 
damage to the industrial exports of industrial Central Europe. 

3. The integration of the northern and north-eastern 
countries and of Holland with Germany and England, based 
chiefly upon the excbange of timber and timber products, 
dairy produce, and meat for industrial products was well 
maintained up to 1931, duties on these articles still remaining 
moderate. 

4. Lastly, the trend ofttade betweeD. the three Meditem\nean 
Border States and industrial Europe (England, Germany, and 
France) temained relatively favourable, as one of the most 
important export groups of these countries, Southern fruit. 
was ~ess hit by duties. . 

These conclusions regarding the economic integIation of 
Europe at the end of 1931 show how within a period of only 
two and a half years (r92!r3r) its painfully gained restoration 
to the pIe-War level could be shaken to its foundations and 
threatened with far-reaching disaster, so· that at the end 
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of 1931 the complete destruction of the economic unity of 
Europe seemed no longer impossible. 

Large parlll, however, of the inter-European trade relations 
were still intact in this year in spite of an extreme tariff policy. 
The worst happened during the next years (1932-35). Then 
the fruits of the protectionist policy of 1929-31 ripened. 
From the following description of the main tendencies of 
European commeIcial policy up to 1931, and from the sketch 
of the evolution of trade policy between 1932 and 1935, it 
will be realized to what extent much that has happened in 
Europe and overseas up to the present time was implicit in 
the events of the years 1925r31 and prepared by the commeIcial 
policy of this period. 



VII 

CONCLUDING CHAPTER: TENDENCIES AND 
DANGERS OF EUROPEAN POST-WAR TARIFF 
POLICY 

THE strength of the protectionist forces of post-War Europe 
and their influence upon European QOIllIJ1eI'cial policy has 
been revealed by the detailed inquiries of the second and 
third part of this study. If, however, we want to understand 
the underlying motives of this policy and the dangers connected 
with it, it will be useful to mention the anti-protectionist 
forces which sought to impede the actual course of events. 
This could best be done by giving a general description of the 
most important collective acrions in the field of commercial 
policy which were taken in Geneva between 1927 and 1931 
under the auspices of the League of Nations. Up to 1931 
tariffs were the most important instrument of the international 
QOIllIJ1eI'cial policy of nearly all European countries; tariff 
policy was of such importance for all Slates that its analysis 
could not fail to cast light upon essential problems of their 
general economic policy. This can be shown by numbers 
and weight, of those factors which must be enumerated in 
order to understand the nature of European commercial 
policy. 

In support of the contention that many elements of the 
present (beginning of 1936) European and world situation 
were already implicit in the Slate of affairs in 1931, a general 
sketch of European commercial policy and its effects upon 
the European situation between 1932 and 1935 must be added 
to the description of the course of events up to 1931. This 
summary will be followed by a survey of the most important 
factors of European tariff policy. 

Our inquiry will end with an outline of the gteat dangers 
of such a policy for Europe and the world. 

346 
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I. OutliMs of European post-War Tariff Policy 

(a) Course of De'lJelopment up to the Outbreak of the 
World Economic Crisis (1929) 

The outcome of the World War in the year 1919 left European 
economy in a state of complete anarchy. This lasted about six 
years until, after numerous difficulties, in the year 1925 Europe 
entered upon a period of tolerably stable economic conditions, 
during which the restoration to which we have already referred 
was carried out, although under political and economic 
conditions which were fundamentally different. 

This fact, however, as well as the extremely slow removal 
of obstacles to trade, such as import prohibitions, quotas, etc. 
(then regarded as abnormal post-War emergency measures), 
alarmed free-trade circles of all countries in Europe concerned 
for the development of international trade. TheiI decisive 
counter-attack was the World Economic Conference of 1927, 
carefully prepared by the best economic experts of the world, 
who, however, were not armed with plenipotentiary powers. 
The reports prepared for this Conference, the debates both 
in full session and committees, and lastly the report of the 
Conference itself, to which fifty nations sent delegates, con
stitute a broad survey of the economic situation in post-War 
Europe.' The Conference was unanimous in condemning all 
obstacles which impeded the development of international 
trade, and regarded the European industrial tariffs which 
were much higher than the pre-War tariffs as the most 
dangerous of such obstacles. A recovery of world economy 
and a lessening of the dangerous political tension in Europe 
could ouly be hoped from an increasing turnover in foreign 
trade. The sum and substance of the Conference discussions 
may perhaps be best summari2ed in the famous sentence of 
the final report, which was adopted unanimously: 

, See Report tmd Procudings " tM World ECDIIDIIIic Conjn-mc., 
hereafter cited as W.E.C. 27, I, n. 



348 TARIFFS AND THE BCONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

"The main conclusion to be drawn from this work of the 
Conference in the field of commercial policy is that the time 
has come to put a stop to the growth of customs tariffs and 
to reverse the direction of the movement." 1 

The Conference recommended the reduction of autonomous 
tariff rates, the lowering of tariff levels by commercial treaties 
and collective agreements. . • . In the years 1927-28 these 
recommendations influenced the character of numerous 
European commercial' treaties, by which the duties on semi
and wholly-finished goods, but not so much the agrarian duties, 
were consolidated. A lowering of the autonomous tariffs 
or a really drastic reduction in conventional rates, on the other 
hand, was not brought about, and tariff levels remained, as 
the foregoing inquiry has shown, mostly above pre-War 
levels. 

This half-hearted attempt to carry out the recommendations 
so enthusiastically a(iopted by the Conference in 1927 soon, 
aroused alarm among the most experienced economists in 
Europe, especially as the signs of a tutn in the trade cycle 
were visible in 1929. The Economic Committee of the League 
of Nations pressed for more collective action for the lowering 
of tariff walls. It was characteristic of the situation that the 
committee appointed by the Council of the League to make 
preparations for fresh economic action was obliged to confess 
in its report to the latter (September 1929): 

"We are now nearing the end of 1929 and are obliged to 
admit that in spite of 8 few sporadic elforts no decisive 
movement has occurred in this direction." • 

In the assembly of the League of Nations in 1929 such 
statesmen as Stresemann, Briand, and others were visibly 
alarmed at the situation, especially in view of the growing 
American industrial competition in Europe; Stresemann 
advocated "8 new European economy as the basis of 8 new 

1 See W.B.C. 27, I, p. 39. 
• See Procuding$ 0/ the Pr.liminary Cmifermc., pp. 78, 367. hereafter 

cited as Proc. I. 
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European peace policy .. ; 1 Briand produced his plan for the 
economic unification of Europe, which became the subject 
of futile negotiations in Geneva in 1930-31. The Assembly 
adopted a resolution, which instructed the Economic Com
mittee to summon a conference in the beginning of 1930, at 
which a tariff truce of two to three years should be concluded. 
The commercial convention to be entered into was "to 
inaugurate an era of peace and stability."· Meanwhile the 
collapse of the New Yom Stock Exchange in September 1929 
announced the beginning of the general economic crisis. 

(b) The Course of Events in 1930 and 1931 

From the 17th February to the 24th March 1930 the Economic 
Conference, summoned to give effect to the tariff truce idea 
of 1929, met in Geneva. Thirty states sent delegates with 
full powers, seven (including the U.S.A.) only observers. 
Tbe result of the Conference was a draft of a trade convention, 
the chief clause of which consisted in the obligation imposed 
on all parties not to denounce any of their commercial treaties 
at present in force before the 1st April 1931, thereby pro
tecting the consolidated pan. of their tariff rates from 
increases, and only to increase duties "in cases of emergency" 
and after previous notice. In November 1930 a later con
ference was to meet, which was to give practical effect to this 
convention. Tbe Convention of Maroh 1930 was signed by 
all the impoItant states of Europe.' 

This Conference of the Spring of 1930 signified a complete 
ahandonment of the tariff truce idea of 1929, which had aimed 
at the stabi1ization of tariff rates for two to three years. Nine 
months of world economic crisis, which meant in the fust 

, See Pro<:. I., p. 78, and Hauser, op. en., pp. 240 et seq. 
• See Proc. I., p. 377. 
• The free..trade states of Europe, which bad entered into no 

tariff conventiODSs were to undertake not to raise their autonomous 
tariffs. 

. • See teXt of Trade Conventinn in Proc. I, pp. 19-240 
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place a world agrarian crisis, had sufficed to show that many 
of the States of Europe were by no means prepared to fix their 
autonomous rates, especially not the agrarian rates. 

How deeply the free-trade States of Europe were disappointed 
by this dilution of the 1929 idea was shown by the warning 
of the English Minister, Mr. Graltam, against m "ample" 
interpretation of the emetgenCy tariff clause, which would 
frustrate the collective action.1 If England, nevertheless, 
signed, it was only to keep alive tendencies which aimed at 
lowering tariffs. For the serious fall in prices had strengthened 
the desire for tariffs or protectionism even in countries which 
were largely on a free-trade basis." Before the summoning 
of the second Conference of 1930, questionnaires concerning 
the main problems of their foreign trade position were sent 
to all countries. The answers to these questions in the form 
of reports to the League of Nations contained valuable in
formations about dilIicu1ties of the commercial policy of the 
single States. 

Before this second Conference of 1930 met. the ever deepen
ing economic crisis prompted the Assembly of the League of 
Nations of September 1930 to empower the Conference not 
only to set in force the Convention, but to take .. concerted 
economic action."· Meanwhile, the menacing economic 
situation in the Eastern and South-Eastern agrarian States 
of Europe had driven the latter to hold an agrarian cmrferena 
in Warsaw (August 1930). at which the eight states represented 
(Baltic States, South-Eastern States, Poland and Czecho
slovakia), by a resolution of the 30th August 1930, announced 
the common organization of their agrarian foreign trade 
policy and requested the grant of agrarian preferential duties 
by their chief European markets.· 

On the 17th November 1930 the second International 
1 See Proc. I, pp. 87, 99> and 126. 
• See Graham's speech on the 14th March 1930. Proc. I, p. 127. 
• See Proc. of the second conference with a view ••• , p. 9> cited as 

Pr"". n. 
• Text of resolution, Proc. n, pp. 2II-213. 
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Economic Conference of that year met presided OVet by the 
Dutch delegate, Dr. Colijn. Only twenty-six European States 
had sent delegates with full powers. The subjects of the 
Conference were: 

I. To set in force the Convention of the Spring of 1930. 
2. The problem of agrarian preferences. 
3. The decision upon two proposals for lowering tariffs, 

one of which was contained in the Memorandum of the English 
Government, and the other in that of the Dutch Government 
to the League of Nations. 

England, who together with all free-trade states, with 
Germany and Switzerland, regarded high tariffs as the decisive 
obstacle to foreign trade, while France and Italy laid great 
stress on indirect protectionism, proposed a genetal reduction 
of the duties of all countries on certain groups of commodities, 
at first on textiles and machinery. Holland recommended the 
granting of tariff concessions by the protectionist states, in 
return for assurances by the free-trade countries to maintain 
their free-trade policies .. 

The result of the Conference again was completely abortive. 
A fresh arrangement was made, by virtue of which a second 
session of the Conference was to determine the date when the 
convention would come into force. For in view of the small 
number of states which were prepared to ratify, no date could 
then be fixed. Neither the English nor the Dutch proposal 
was accepted, as important countries, like France, Poland, and 
the South-Eastern States, were not prepared to fix their \ 
industrial tariffs, while no great industrial country was willing 
to stabilize, let alone reduce, its agrarian duties. The problem 
of agrarian preferences was to be re-examined without delay, 
and without provoking confiicts with the most favoured overseas 
states. It appeared that none of the European States with 
important overseas exports (e.g. England, Italy, Holland, 
Sweden, and Switzerland) was prepared to offend its customers 

1 Sce in Proc. n, the proposals of England, pp. [32-[33, and of 
Holland, p. [90. 
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outside Europe and provoke them into retaliatory measures 
by granting preferences to European agrarian countries.' 

The Dutch delegate, Mr. Nederbragt, uttered the warning that 
"Holland, the last fortress of the liberal regime, would be 
destroyed and forced to abandon her policy"; the Danish 
delegate prophesied similar things for the policy of all free
trade countries, in addition to strengthened industrial pro
tection in the agrarian countries in answer to the agrarian 
protection of the industrial countries.' Dr. Co1ijn feared a 
"general tariff war." • 

From the 16th to the 18th March 1931, at the second session 
of this Conference, the attempt was again made at least to put 
the Convention of the Spring of 1930 into force.' As only 
twelve countries had ratified, and these were not prepared to 
put the Convention into force even among themselves, 
the whole attempt failed.' Thus in the Spring of 193 I all 
the attempts made on the initiative of the League of Nations 
Assembly of the Autumn of 1929, to give effect to the urgent 
exhortations of the World Economic Conference of 1927 to 
effect a reversaI in tariff policy ended in a complete fiasco. 
At the concluding session Dr. CoIijn drew up the b&Iance of the 
European commercial policy between 1927 and 1931 in the 
following memorable words: "All would agree that on looking 
hack over the four years since 1927 the efforts to carry out the 
recommendations of the World Economic Conference of 1927 
had entirely failed."· In the final protocol of the Conference 
thirteen European States acknowledged "that they were 
unable to agree upon a date for putting the commercial 
convention into force." 7 

1 See Memoranda of the states concerned, pp. 178, 19J, 22S, 22.7. 
• See PrOf:. u, pp. 48-49, 141. 
• Proc. u, pp. 48-49, 1)0. 

• See Proc. of the second ~ with a view to concerted 
economic action. Geneva (Proc. ru). 

• Ibid., pp. 8, 18. 
• Comp. Proc. m, p. 36-
7 Ibid., p. 8. 
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Meanwhile, the bilateral negotiations for lowering tariffs, 
recommended by the Economic Conference ·in November 
1930, had been begun. Two attempts of the year 1931 
deserve mention. First the conclusion of the preferential 
treaties between Germany, Austria, and France, on the one 
hand, and a number of South-Eastern States, on the other. 
The industrial states expressed their readiness to import 
certain quantities of South-Eastern com at preferential duties, 
provided no objection was raised from overseas. The most 
hopeful of these attempts, the treaties with Germany, failed, 
as the acquiescence of the overseas most favoured agrarian 
countries could not be obtained.' More radical was the 
project of the Austro-German Customs Union which surprised 
Europe in March 1931, and which had to be abandoned in 
September 1931, owing to political opposition, chiefly from 
France and Italy. The considerable worsening of the economic 
situation in 1931 led very quickly to that general European tariff 
war predicted by Dr. Cdijn in 1930, which after the abandon
ment of the Gold Standard in England and Somdinavia 
culminated in a general competition for the most successful 
import-hampering measures besides tariffs. The last months 
of the year 1931 found Europe in a state of extensive com
mercial isolation, 'either already accomplished or in course of 
prepaxation. 

(c) The Course of EfJents in the Recent Past (1932-35) 

The year 1932 and the first half of 1933 brought a further 
intensification of the commercial struggle. There were not 
only fresh increases in the duties on agricultural and industrial 
products, some of them of unprecedented dimensions,' 
throughout Europe (and in numerous overseas states), but 
practically all European States proceeded to employ the oft
mentioned much more drastic new weapons of commercial 

I See Grtijf, op. cit., pp. 20-23. 
• World Economic Suroq, 1933-34> p. 203, quoted as Suroq II. 

Z 
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war, in such a degree as to surpass all that happened in 
European post-War commercial policy, even in the first 
post-War years.' 

The denunciation of numerous commercial treaties, based 
upon the most-favoured nation principle, or their supersession 
by the discriminatory application of new methods of c0m

mercial warliIre, signified a general departure from the previous 
collective and international attitude towards fureign trade 
and an approach to the regional or bilateral principle; this 
was the logical consequence of the tendency towards self
sufficiency, which was welcomed in strongly nationalist states, 
and in other countries regarded as inevitable and enforced. 

In vain the still relatively liberal countries of Holland and 
Belgium attempted to stem the protectionist flood in Europe 
by concluding the Convention of 0ucAy in February 1933 by 
which they undertook to lower their tariffs gradually, inviting 
other States to join them. As no other European State signed 
the Convention, the attempt completely failed.· 

The rapid progress of the world crisis, in particular the 
alarmingly swift faIl in the volume and values of world trade 
in 1932-33, led in 1933 to a new attempt by all the furces in 
the world which were convinced of the vital importance of 
a revival' of foreign trade. Strongly supported by President 
Roosewelt, the English Government invited all the states in 
the world to send delegates to a World Economic Conference 
in London.· From the 12th June 1933 to the 27th July 1933 the 
ministers and delegates of sixty-six states sought ways and means 
of ending the appalling crisis: On Mr. RDosewlt's initiative, 
a tariff ttuce was concluded for the duration of the Conference, 
the states undertaking not to increase duties nor to impose 
fresh resttictions on trade.' The aim of the Conference was 
described by the King of England on the occasion of its 

1 Se. SUTfJsy I, p. 197. 
• Ibid., p. 195. 
• See proceedings of the Monetary Conference, 33, in l.ugw '" 

Nati.". Journal, Nos. 1-39, cited as W.E.C. 33. 
• StmJsy I, p. 191>; W.E.C. 33. p. u. 
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ceremonial opening in the following terms: cc It cannot be 
beyond the power of man so to use the vast resources of the 
world as to ensure the material progress of civilization." 1 

The existing economic situation could not be improved 
until two great problems were solved, and these problems were 
described by Mr. Colijn, the Dutch Prime Minister, as being so 
closely interconnected .. that they formed a single complex 
of questions": the stabilization of currencies and the removal 
of intolerable hindrances to ttade.· All the discussions then 
in reality turned upon these problems." 

Exactly as in 1927 all the delegates declared in favour of 
international trade and against economic nationalism and 
protection. Despite this universal condemnation of pro
tectionist economic policy, the Conference failed completely, 
because the stabilization of currencies, which was a conditio 
sine gua non for the gold countries, was defeated by the opposi
tion of America and England, which held that the time was 
not yet ripe for such a step.' Again it was Dr. Colijn whofrankIy 
admitted the negative result of the Conference and justifiably 
recalled his previous warnings •• 

The failure of the Conference was swiftly followed by the 
denunciation of the tariff truce by all states, and fresh increases 
of duties in Europe, even in the free-trade countries of Belgium 
and Holland; but such increases were no longer so great as 
during the preceding years. The new outbreak of economic 
nationalism, so lately the subject of general condemnation, 
found expression rather in the ever-growing tendency to 
conclude bilateral trade agreements by way of exchange 
clearings and quotas, which has so much determined the 

1 W.E.C. 33, p. 8. 
I Ibid., p. 30. 
o The coUateral discussions regarding restrictive plans for wheat, 

wine, ete., were of secondary importance. 
• See the remarks of the French MIDister, Bonnet, of the German 

Delegate, Posse, and of the Italian MIDiStel, lung, in W.E.C. 33, 
pp. 133, 160, 230 • 

• Comp. W.E.C. 33, p. 229. 
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aspect of European commercial policy in the recent past 
(1934-36), and which, by the deliberate destruction of the 
most-favoured nation principle and the. triangular trade, has 
caused further severe reductions in the forcign trade of many 
EUIOpean States and in world trade.' 

In this state of general trade paralysis, the greater part of 
Europe has persisted to the present day (beginning of 1936), 
and this gloomy situation is only: telieved by the much freer 
commercial intercoUISe between the Scandinavian countries, 
adhering to the Sterling Block, and England. 

(d) The Result of the European Trade Policy of 1932-35 

A glance at the development of the economic situation in 
Europe in the fOUI years between 1932 and 1936 seems to 
show that in many of the countries of Europe there has been 
a decided upward movement from the depths of the depression 
reached in 1932-33. A somewhat closer analysis, however, 
and refiection upon the most important foundations of this 
recovery must arouse serious apprehensions regarding this 
interpretation of the present state of Europe and the world 
(beginning of I936). 

The first symptom, which raises grave doubts as to how far 
the crisis has been really overcome, is the visible discrepancy 
between the higher figures of home trade revival and the 
considerably less favourable growth of exports. 

This discrepancy, supplemented by corresponding reduced 
import figures, is reflected in the pictUIe of the further decay 
of European foreign trade between I932 and 1935, and is a 
process which was repeated in the trend of world trade. From 
68·6 Milld. gold dollars in 1929 the latter fell to 26"9 Milld. in 
I932 and 23'4 Milld. in 19340 i.e. by 61% and 66% respectively, 
to no more than 34% of the value of .1929. In the first quarter 
of 1935 it reached only 33%." 

1 World Eamomic S"""D'. I934-3S, pp. 179-181, hereinafter cited 
as S"""D' In. 

• See S,,",~ I1I, pp. 157-158. 



EUROPEAN POST-WAR TARIFF POLICY 357 

This enormous reduction of world trade between 1929 and 
1935 1 could not be surprising, in view of the trade policy 
above desctibed. 

Assuming that the duties in force in 1931 had not been 
raised in Europe between 1932 and 1933, then, by a very 
rough calculation, European specific duties 'Would hMJe been 
25% higher at the commencement of 1934 than the figures of 
tariff leoels here submitted for 1931, owing only to the fall 
in the world price level from 100·8 in 1931 (1913=100) to 
75 in 1933·" 

However, not only were duties further increased between 
1932 and 1935, but numerous additional restrictions were 
imposed upon imports, and the result of this destructive policy 
was that the foreign trade of many European States became 
a mere exchange of absolutely indispensable commodities, 
and dropped to a minimum never before known. Conse
quently, the crisis was "overcome" only to the extent of the 
home trade revival, except in the Sterling countries! This 
was also reflected in the considerable discrepancy shown by 
the index figures for the quantitative trends of world trade 
and world production in the agrarian and industrial spheres, 
as Table B, p. 358, shows. 

In view of the vital importance of exports to many branches 
of agrarian and industrial production, it is permissible to 
entertain serious doubts as to the solidity of these national 
economic recoveries in Europe, and to' endorse the warning 
words of Professor Robbins that .. it is impossible to feel any 
confidence in a continuance of stability" (1934)' or of the 
1935 Report of the League of Nations on world economic 
conditions "that the recovery thus registered has been super
ficial rather than fondsInental" and "without a truce to 
currency and trade mana:uvring the limits of recovery may 

I Even reckoned in paper pounds world trade in 1934 had lost 
45% of its 1929 value . 

• See Stat.:Ib./. d. dt. lUich, 1934> p. 121. 
• See Suro'Y 111, p. 10 • 
• Camp. Robbins, TIu Groat DeprssOOn, 1934, pp. 195-196. 
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prove narrow." "until some significant expansion of inter
national trade is achieved. there will remain a hard core of 
unemployment in practically every industrial country." 1 

TABLE B: QUANTITATIVE DEVELOPMENT OF WORLD 
TRADE AND WORLD PRODUCTION. 1929-34 
If 1929 = lOO, world txBcie and world production amounted to: 

Agrarian Raw materialsl" Finished semi-finished Year products goods goods 

W.T. W.P. W.T. W.P. W.T. W.P. 

1932 89'5 102.'0 81'0 80·S 58'0 62'0 

I934 84'5 98'5 88'0 89'5 64'0 15'5 

W.T.=World Trade. 
W.P.=World Production. 

See World Prodru:titm and Pricer, p. 94. 

This serious view of the European situation at the beginning 
of 1936 is reinforced by a consideration of the main factors 
which have caused the strong revival of the home trade since 
1933. Two chief factors may be mentioned: First, the in
curring of enormous public debts in order to lower unemploy
ment, a policy which has been pursued. e.g. by Germany. Italy, 
and Belgium.' Much could be said for this policy in the 
countries concerned, in view of the widespread unemploy
ment, but the necessary supplement was a corresponding 
revival of private enterprise, which again increased foreign 
trade especially in those densely populated European States 
where adequate supplies of raw materials are lacking. 

The second source of the national recoveries of many 
countries is the large armaments expanding month by month 
since 1933.· In view of such conditions many doubts must 
be expressed about the economic situation of all those countries 

1 Comp. Suroe:; nI, pp. 1, 10, lI. 

• Comp. Suroey D, pp. 25-29, 31; m, pp. 35-37. 
• Comp. Suroey nI, pp. 201, 272-213; Further: R_lu "" tM 

Pr....., Ph .... of Inte,.,,,,,i01lGl Economic Rclatitms, p. 20, c:ited as 
R_lu. 
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which are believed to have overcome the crisis merely by the 
revival of the home markets without any signs of a strong 
recovery in their imports and exports. 

2. Decisive Faetors of European Post-War Tariff Policy 

PRELIMINARY REMARK: The Gulf between Theary and Pra&oo 

In the year 1927 the leading economists and statesmen 
of the whole world, at the World Economic Conference, 
condemned protectionist tariff policy and warned the peoples 
of the earth of its dangerous consequences. Nearly all the 
governments which applauded the exhortations of the Con
ference to lower tariffs did next to nothing during the following 
21 years to carry out these recommendations, and during the 
subsequent period of 31 years up to the middle of 1933 waged 
a trade war which assumed increasingly sharper forms year 
by year. 

In the summer of 1933 the plenipotentiaries of sixty-six states 
of the earth again uttered a unanimous warning against the 
disastrous consequences of protectionism and economic 
nationalism, only, immediately after the failure of the World 
Economic Conference, to adopt a much more drastic trade 
policy lasting until most recent times (1936), the fearful results 
of which may be observed in the figures of the fettered world 
trade of 1935. 

How is such a gulf between theory 1md practice possible? 
In order to understand this contradiction it may be useful 
to specify the most powerful motives which lay behind this 
policy and frustrated all anti-protectionist efforts. 

The great intricacy of the capitalist national economies, 
expressed .not only in an increasing interdependence of all 
their-parts, but also in the ever-tightening bonds of the common 
economic fate of all the peoples of the earth, made it impossible 
to achieve any more than a brief survey of the driving forces 
of European tariff policy, so that only the most important 
features could be mentioned. 
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(a) Differ""""s in Costs of Prodru;tion as Causes of 
Tariff Policy 

If "foreign trade is determined by the different structures 
and conditions of production and consumption in various 
countries," 1 we must seek the foundations of protective 
tariffs in Europe in the purpose to equalize partially or, in 
the case of prohibitive duties, entirely these differences of 
production. In other words, these duties are intended to 

equalize productivity of labour, land, and capital of a national 
economy with the superior productivity of other countries, 
with which the former may enter into commercial relations. 

The partial adjustment of higher costs of production was 
the main purpose of all European pre-War tariffs, and has 
also remained so in the post-War period, although after 1919, 
especially after the outbreak of the world economic crisis, other 
reasons for the tariff policy of many states emerged. Into 
this category of partial or entire adjustment of differences in 
costs of production fell. for example, most of the industrial 
post-War duties imposed by many of the agrarian and in
dustrial countries of Europe in order to develop new industries 
and to protect these from the competition of old industries. 
This category also includes the high agrarian duties imposed 
by the industrial countries after the onset of the world economic 
crisis, to save their agriculture from the dangerous competition 
of the best European and overseas agrarian produceIS, as well 
as many important industrial duties,. either newly imposed 
or increased. before and after 1929, by the European industrial 
states to combat superior American.. mass production (e.g. 
duties on motor-cars). 

What was involved in these proceedings, both in t!J.e agrarian 
and in the industrial sphere, is the use of tariffs as a wc:apon 
against tecJmical progress, of which it has been jusdy said 
that it has brought about a second "industrial revolution" 
in the post-War period. 

1 Comp_ Enquire, 11, p. 16. 
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The great and swiftly progressing fall in prices of many 
important commodities during only one post-War decade 
which it made possible was more startling in the agrarian than 
in the industrial sphere. Its result in the tariff field was, on 
the one hand, numerous duty increases by countries which, 
for various reasons, were backward in technical progress; on 
the other hand, this phenomenon produced one of the most 
disturbing features of post-War tariff policy, viz. the much 
shorter duration of commercial treaties. Even in 1927 both Dr. 
Colijn and Mr. Runciman, who was to become President of the 
Board of Trade, called attention to the instability of cOmmercial 
treaties, as contrasted with the pre-War treaties which were 
mostly valid for twelve years.' If numerous trade agreements 
lasted for a period between three and five years up to the out
break of the world economic crisis, since 1932 the period has 
mostly been no more than one to two years, and although 
political considerations connected with exchange control may 
have played a big part in this drastic curtailment of the terms, 
considerable importance must be ascribed to the fear to con
solidaterates of duty foralongertime because they might quickly 
become inadequate in a world of rapid technical progress.· 

(b) Monetary Factors as Cowes of T arifJ Policy 

The great changes which have developed in the sphere of 
currencies and international indebtedness during the post-War 
period have exerted a deep influence upon the shaping of 
European tariff policy.' The collapse of most of the currencies 
of Europe immediately after the War, the subsequent infiations 
followed by the stabilization of most of them upon an old or 

, See speeches of Colijn and Runciman at World Economic 
Confezence, 1927, in W.E.C., 1927, 1, pp. 70, S8 • 

• See Sir ATthur Salter's article, "Stabilization and Recovery,» 
pp. 111-19 in Foreign Affairs, vol. xiv, I, October 1935. 

• Logically the duties discussed here belong to those mentioned in 
the preceding section to adjust dilferences in costs of production. 
The close connection of these duties, however, with mainly monetaty 
ends, justifies their inclusion in a special section. 
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new gold parity between 1924 and 1927. led in numerous states 
to rapid duty increases. designed to maintain the gold value 
of the duties.' or to protect countries remaining on pre-W ar 
parity against the mluta dumping of the countries with 
devaluated currencies. 

After the fresh outbreak of currency warfare in Europe 
(since September 1931). tariffs became a very important 
weapon. next to the new trade expedients, of the gold countries 
in meeting the competition of the European and overseas 
devaluation countries and protecting their currencies.· 

The second factor of a mainly monetary kind which exerted 
a great infiuence upon the tariff policy was international 
(public and private) indebtedness. First the pressure of 
reparations, which since the Dawes Plan had actually repre
sented fur the greater part the payment of interallied War 
debts to the U.S.A. by Germany, considerably accentuated 
the pace of German agrarian tariff policy when the flow of 
international credits into Germany was stopped in the autumn 
of 1929. It was essential to cut Germany's agrarian import 
deficit, which then ran into milliards. in order to rectify the 
German balance of trade and provide the necessary foreign 
currency for reparations. 

Further, a number of European agrarian states (e.g. Poland 
and Bulgaria). which were heavily indebted to fureign countries, 
based their policy of extreme tariff protection upon their 
obligation to cut all superfluous imports in order to maintain 
their balance of trade and consequently their currency, as, 
in the absence of "invisible exports," a deficit in their balance 
of trade was equivalent to a deficiency in their balance of 
payments." 

1 A typical example of such duties and their being taken over as 
extremely high gold duties it provided by Gennanyafter 1924-25. 
See pp. uS, u6 of this srudy. 

• Comp. declaration of the German Delegate, Posse, OD the World 
Economic Conference, 1933. W.E.C., p. 133. 

• See Memorandum of Bulgarian and Polish Governments to the 
League of Nations in Proc. II, pp. 134, 199. Recently VilUr, loco 
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In this connection, nothing has contributed more to the 
impeding of international trade relations and the reinforce
ment of European tariffs imposed for monetary reasons than 
the American Tariff of 1930, by which the greatest creditor 
nation in the world surrounded itself at the moment of 
severe crisis with the highest tariff walls in its history, intending 
to exclude entirely all imports.1 

The recently published inquiry of the American, Mr. JOIU!S, 
into the world-wide repercussions of this tariff, against which 
thirty-three states protested in Washington when it was being 
drafted,' shows that numerous industrial duty increases in 
Europe (Italy, Switzerland, and Spain) in 1931 were retaliatory 
measures against it. For Germany, obliged to achieve a large 
export surplus and already severely injured by European 
industrial protection, even when not directly aimed at her, 
this American Tariff signified a fresh and unprecedented 
accentuation of the trade depression.· 

(c) Population Problems as Causes of Tariff Policy 

The increasing restrictions which since the War have been 
imposed upon immigration into the sparsely peopled areas 
of the earth must be reckoned among the most important 
events of the post-War period.' The earliest step taken in 
this direction, bearing great political and economic conse
quences, the extensive stoppage of immigration chiefly from 
the Eastem and South-Eastern States of Europe to the 
cit., pp. 73-77; Pawouky, Memoranda: Comments on the Im[JrtJW
ment of the Cornnurcial Relations hetween Nations, pp. 86-87; Prof. 
Gr'llory'. survey, pp. 189, 194, 204> in Carnegi. Report. 

, See ROOf",.I,: Looking Ft1lTJJara, p. 186, and speech of State 
Secretary Sayre of 2nd July 1935 on tariff policy, quoted in Remarks, 
p.28. 

• Roos""elt, op. <it., p. 183. 
• See Haharler, op. <it., p. 70 • 
• See an article by Prokssor Rabbi ... : "The Nature of Natiooal 

Plaoning in the Sphere of lnternatiooal Business," pp. 8-11, and an 
article by L. Hmnebicq: "La Crise et les Banqwers AngIais," in 
Rev. &tmomic 1nt .... , March 1936, pp. 536-537. 
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U.S.A. by the American law of 1924, was followed by similar 
impediments on immigration in Europe. These obstacles 
became quite genezaI after the outbreak of the crisis, also 
spreading over countries hitherto regarded as most liberal 
States (France, Belgium, Holland).' 

At the World Economic Conference of 1927 Sir Waiter 
Lay ton, in his analysis of the European post-War situation, 
had impressively indicated the dangers for Europe which 
lurked in the decline of European annual overseas emigration 
from an average of I-I! Mill. between 1911 .and 1914 to 
0·6 Mill. in 1924." These immigration restrictions, applied 
by the most important settlement areas of the world, could 
not fail to have profound repercussions on the tariff policy 
of the traditional emigration countries of Europe-Italy, 
Poland, and the Balkan countries. Already in 1927 the 
Greek delegate, Mr. T ournakis, stated that the Balkan States were 
obliged to introduce industrial tariffs, in order to build up 
industries under their shelter, to give employment to the 
surplus population which before the War had an opportunity 
to emigrate, and the Italian delegate, Mr. Nola, justified Italian 
industrial tariffs on similar lines." In 1930 the Polish Govem
ment again justified their industrial tariffs by pointing to the 
immigration barriers in Europe and overseas.' 

It may be said that since the extensive embargo on agrarian 
imports by the great European industrial countries a consider
able part of the retaliatory increases in industrial duties by 
agrarian Europe was likewise designed to build up home 
industries to absorb the unemployed agrarian population. 
In excluding the goods of these agrarian states the old European 
industrial countries were behaving towards them like the 
overseas settlement areas in excluding their people. 

1 Restrictions on foreign labour were imposed in Belgium in [1l3S ; 
a new law to regulate foreign labour was introduced in Holland in 
[1l36• 

• See W.B.C., 21, [, p. [01. 
• See ibid., p. 163, and n, p. 6!}. 
• Se. Pro •• n, p. [1l7. . 
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Another population motive behind the extreme agrarian 
tariff policy of certain industrial states since 1929 has been 
the desire to preserve the composition of the populatiQn by pre
venting the decay of the peasantry, or even strengthening that 
part of the population. This motive was inspired by national 
rather than economic considerations, in view of the great 
productive superiority of other countries. There are distinct 
indications of agrarian tariff policy being influenced by a 
social regard for the peasantry in several industrial states of 
Europe, e.g. Germany, France, Switzerland, etc.' 

(d) Military Factors as Causes of Tariff Policy 

In dealing with tariff policy inspired by a desire to maintain 
a peasantry our analysis has already touched upon non
economic motives behind European post-War tariff policy. 
A second group of such duties must be mentioned when 
enumerating the important causes of European tariff policy, 
because this has played and still plays a great part. These 
duties, which in aetail can only be ascertained by having an 
exact knowledge of individual economic conditions, have been 
introduced by many States, in the interest of their military 
independence, and are proportional, so to speak, to their 
(rea! or supposed) political insecurity against the hazard of 
war. Their object is to develop in peace time those branches 
of production which are considered to, be important for war. 
A classic example of such duties are the duties of the key 
industries imposed by England in 1921.' A considerable 
part of the almost generally high chemical duties must also 
be reckoned in this category, as well as the usually high duties 
on motor-cars, motors, electrical appliances, etc. It must 
be admitted that, in view of the increasingly totalitarian form 
of the modern war, the number of branches of a national 
economy to be considered as .. vital" in a military sense might 

, See Memorandum of the Swiss Government to the Leogue, 
1930, in Proc. n, p. 227 • 

• See p. 132 of this study. 
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be very large, according to its lack of self-sufficiency and the 
degree of political tension.' A great part of the protectionist 
agrarian tariff policy of a number of European agrarian deficit 
countries must be ascribed to the desire to be able to feed 
themselves in times of military danger." These military 
reasons of tariffs were already recognized by the World 
Economic Conference of 1927,' but as the political tension 
bas become much more acute in recent years, an increasing 
importance must be attributed to these factors in modern 
European tariff policy. 

(e) Fiscal Needs a.r Causes of Tariff Policy 

Lastly, because least important, we must revert to a purely 
economic motive behind European tariff policy, viz. to the 
financial needs of States which have steadily increased, especially 
since the War. Yet the raising of revenue by means of 
tariffs is the weakest motive for imposing or raising any of all 
those duties (constituting by far the majority of European 
duties) which were designed to cut imports as much as possible, 
and were therefore obviously opposed to revenue purposes. 
Revenue requirements were the most important motive only 
in the case of the steady increase in the duties on colonial 
produce, mineral oils, alcohol, etc., as well as the greatest 
obstacle to their reduction. In this connection, we must 
mention a number of small agrarian countries in Europe, whose 
finances were based so much on revenue from duties that they 
opposed, on financial grounds, everJ request to lower their 
tariffs, even proposals to abate their protectionist duties only 
(e.g. Bulgaria and Portugal).' 

1 See E. Led.,..,... article, «European Intern. Trade," in TM 
Annals, July 1\134, p. 1I0. • 

• See Surwy m, p. 78; ConsIdertUicms, p. 10; RIip"", loco cit., 
pp. 46-47· 

• See final report, IV .E.C., "7, I, p. 40. 
• See Memorandum of Bulgarian Government to the League 1\130, 

and speech of PortugUeSe Delegate in Second Econ. Cooference, 
1\130, in Proc. 11, pp. 134> 171. 
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ConcludinG Remark 

With the mention of financial requirements as a cause of 
European post-War tariff policy our survey of some of its 
most important fuctors should conclude. To avoid mis
understanding, however, it should be emphasized that all or 
several of the tendencies enumerated might be simultaneously 
operative whenever one of the many thousand single duties 
was imposed or increased, so that it implies no contradiction 
if the same duties appear in several or all of the defined 
categories. 

3. The Dangers of European Protectimiism 

I'RELIMINARY RBMAl!K: ProtectWnism from th£ standpoint of 
free trade and th£ theary of location of industries 

European (and North American) protectionism in the 
post-War period is largely responsible 1 for the very serious 
economic position of Europe (beginning of 1936) which cannot 
be concealed by the substantial revival of trade in the Sterling 
countries as well as national recoveries in a number of gold 
countries. In creating this serious situation tariffs have 
been assisted by other important causes, chiefly by the 
policy of agrarian and raw material restrictions, vaiorisations, 
and price agreements on the part of all the great economic 
Powers before and after 1929, all being measures designed to 
maintain a price level before and duririg the economic crisis, 
which, in view of technical progress in agriculture as well as 
in industry, was fiIr too high up to 1931.' 

In oIder to show some of the chief dangers of the position 
of present Europe (1936), it is desirable to recall the most 
important objections of the free-trade theory, as well as of 
the modem theory of the location of industry to protectionism. 

1 It goes without saying that other causes before the outbreak of 
the crisis, such as War debts and reparations, credit policy, political 
tension.. etc .. sbould not be overlooked • 

• See the remarks in the Maani1lan Report, p. 136, and Robbim, 
TIu Gr_ Depr.mm., pp. 48-49. 
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The substance of the free-trade theory is even to-dayacknow
ledged to be indisputable by the overwhelming majority of all 
the scientific economists in the world. 

As Sir Wi11iam Beveridge defined it, the fundamental prin
ciple of free trade is as follows: The average productivity of all 
the labour of a country will be higher, that is to say, its standard 
of life will be higher, the more irs efforts can be concentrated 
on those things it can do best. This is the purpose and 
justification of international trade and the fundamental reason 
for leaving trade as free as possible.' 

According to the free-trade theory, the opposite policy of 
protection leads to a lowering of the standard of life of the 
nations who adopt it, and the various stages towards such 
impoverishment may be summarized as follows: Concentra
tion of labour and capital in branches of industry which sell 
their products above world market prices, with consequent 
rise in the cost of living, especially in view of the inter
dependence of modern economic systems, pressure to protect 
more and more industries, shrinkage of imports of taxed goods, 
shrinkage of exports owing to lessened imports, unemploy
ment in the export industries, gradual over-production in 
the protected trades, with consequent unemployment, and a 
pressure to grant subsidies or adopt fresh protective measures 
in their favour in a vicious circle.' 

The contention of protectionist advocates that tariffs relieve 
the home labour market, either by fostering new industries 
until they no longer need protection or by protecting existing 
industries from undercutting, is rejected by free-trade theory 
for this reason: Even if this method of creating employ
ment Should afford such reliet and, in the case of a less elastic 
home demand, even lead to isolated booms and monopolistic 
gains, it still signifies no relief for the economic system and 
the labour market as a whole owing to the rise in the cost of 

, Camp. Sir William Beveridge, TarijJs, pp. 41-42. 
• See the analysis of protectionist policy in the first ten chapters 

contributed by Sir William Beveridge in the book just quoted, Tariffs. 
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living and the depression in other (export) trades. When 
employment can be created only by protection of this kind 
it is a sure symptom that the productivity of labour is a long 
way from its optimum. A steady decrease in the standard 
of living is the only condition under which in the long run this 
form of creation of employment is possible. If. it be desired 
to protect infant industries, duties should be rejected because, 
once irdToduced, they are neoer 'lJOluntarily relinquished by the 
interested parties, and the struggle that rages around them 
is productive of corruption in political and economic life. 
The. method of direct and strictly limited subsidies for such 
industries is decidedly to be preferred to them.' 

The doctrines of free trade found extensive practical ap
plication only in the period between 1860 and 1880 when, 
after the pattern of the Franco-British Treaty negotiated by 
Cobden in 1860, Europe was covered with a network of 
free-trade agreements, and European foreign trade flourished 
accordingly. In view of the quoted figures of European tariff 
levels in the post-War period, particularly the high figures of 
1931 and the much higher tariff walls of OO-day, it is surprising 
to learn that after 1860 the European tariff levels could be 
reduced by these treaties to about 8-15% with a maximum 
ofzS%·' 

The theory of location of industry is likewise hostile to the 
c1aims of tariff protection, as is shown by its founder's
Prof. Weber's-article on "Theory of l.ocation of Industries 
and Commercial Policy,'" which was published in 19I1. 

According to this theory industrial tariffs may be introduced, 
with a prospect of fostering new industries, where undeveloped 

,1 See BftJeridge~ loc. at." pp. SI" 61, 101, 103, and 121, on the 
question of a lowered standard of living under protection; also 
A. Manhall's Memonmdum, Z..,. Zollpolilischen Rtlfelrmg des Auss ..... 
Irandels, p. zs. 

a See Nogaro, op. at., pp. sz et seq. 
a Comp. esaay of Alfred Weber: "Die Standortslehre und die 

HandelspoJitik," in Archiv fuer Somwisunsch4fr u. So,.. Polink, 
Bd. p, pp. 667-688. 
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countries possess raw materials and all the natund and economic 
resources :required for industria1ization. The theory of 
location was able to designate certain industries in the old 
industrial countries of Europe to which dangerous competitors 
might arise from the application of tariffs bystilllittIe-developed 
industrial countries. In view of the notorious distribution 
of raw materials and coal deposits throughout the world, this 
could apply only to part of the old European industries of 
labour and consumption orientation. The bulk of the old 
European industries, the heavy industries of the transport 
orientation and the great mechanised industries with labour 
orientation (closely dependent on coal consumption) were 
hardly vulnerable, and consequently the advantages of their 
location were not threatened by tariff policy. No tariff could 
alter the distribution of coal deposits favourable for the develop
ment of new industries save in U.SA. and China, and none 
but the highest tariffs could destroy the natund advantages 
of location of the old European industries. 

Consequently, protective duties upon the products of these 
most important industries would lead to nothing but decreases 
in purchasing power, both in the exporting countries and in 
the protectionist states, without facilitating the organization 
of new industries.' 

We shall try to give some illustrations taken from the 
economic development of Europe and the world since 1929 
up to recent years (1934-35) which are alarming confirmations 
of these warnings. 

(a) Lowering of the Standard of Life 

Drastic agrarian protection has led to very high prices 
of impottant foodstuffil, and thus to a considerable increase 
in the cost of living in protectionist countries. Tables AI and 
Alt, p. 371, give a few characteristic examples. Owing to the 
great differentiation of the industrial production, it was 

1 Sce A. Webor, op. cit .. pp. 668, 681, 684. 68H88. 
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difficult to obtain information about the corresponding raising 
of prices of industrial goods by protectionist tariffs of the 
agzarian countries. 

TABLE AI: PRICES OF IMPORTANT FOODSTUFFS, 
1931-34, IN WORLD MARKET AND IN PROTECTED 
COUNTRIES 

World market prices (London) =100; prices in Berlin, Paris, 
Milan amounted to: 

Commodities 

Wheat {19:O9 
1934 

Butter {I93 I 
1934 

Beef {I92 9 
1934 

Berlin 

II7 
:071 

123 
144 

Paris 

II6 
300 

93 
III 

135 
268 

TABLE An: PRICES OF IMPORTANT AGRARIAN PRO
DUCTS, DECEMBER 1934, IN BERLIN AND IN WORLD 
MARKET 

(In RIft, per 100 "'"10$) 
Berlin 

Commodities Berlin World iD % of 
market world 

marl<ers 

Lard 181-00 66,86 270 
Barley 15'45 S'I7 188 
Maize 15'50 5'84 265 
Pork , 96'00 28'37 338 
Butter 260'00 121'77 212 
Sugar , 44'00 9"7 480 

See Cmosi<ierantmr, pp, 21-22, 

An example taken from the Ronmanian tariff, however, gives 
some idea of the way in which protection raised industrial 
prices, In the year 1929 the Roumanian duty on iron 
pipes (item 1080 of Ronmanian tariff) amounted to 54<>-700 
Lei per 100 kilogrammes, So long, however, as Roumanian 
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iron works were unable to supply the home marker, a preference 
duty of 120 Lei was in force. In 1931 this was abolished, for 
it was established that "Roumanian works manufactured pipes 
in sufficient quantities from cast iron." 1 

Ronmanian industry was henceforth compelled to use pipes 
which were at least 420 Lei per 100 kilos more expensive 
(540-120) than those imported prior to 1931, the sole consola
tion being that they were Roumanian pipes. These high 
prices of agrarian as well as industrial products brought about 
by protection lead to sharp declines in consumption of the 
protected commodities in the protectionist countries. Thus 
the per capita fat consumption in Germany fell from 41'3 Ibs. 
in 1929 to 34'3 Ibs. in 1933, and the dearness of food has 
generally driven demand from the foodstuffs of the higher to 
that of the lower nutrition value ( com, potatoes).' 

Another form of lowering the srandard of life by protection 
was the heavy dislocation of capital into the protected trades, 
which raised production far above the declining home con
sumption, and were therefore compelled to export their 
products at world market prices, where these prices, thanks 
to the protection of the great import countries, were depressed 
to a very low level. Thus France's loss from wheat exports 
of this kind in 1934 was at least I'S Md. Frs. Further, large 
sums, which are very difficult to ascertain, were diverted as 
direct subsidies to the development of production in the 
protected trades. England, for example, spent 39'5 Million 
Pounds between 1925 and 1935 upon the development of the 
sugar industry, employing 32,000 workers. Even in the 
exporting states the protectionist' policy of the importing 
countries leads to direct subsidies, if exports of vital importance 
are involved." 

I See Decree of Roumanian Government in H.-A., 1931, p. 1475. 
• Comp. Consider",';""" p. "3; StmI'.)' nI, pp. 87-89. 
• Lettland, e.g., paid in 1934 subsidies to maintain her butter 

exports which were larger than the value of this export (comp. SrmJ#j/ 
nI, pp. 85-87.95). In a similar way Holland could only maintain her 
butter exports to England by paying large subventiollll. 
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(b) Destruction of the Economic Location of Production 

Between 1929 and 1931 the exports and imports of most 
European countries decreased to an alarming extent. Between 
1932 and 1935, again, the fureign trade of many European 
states has taken a turn which can only be described as a collapse. 
If it could be said in 19II, from the standpoint of the theory 
of location, that "unusually high tariffs and consequently 
unusual restriction of home consumption" were necessary 
to divert European industry, in view of its great advantages 
of location both as regaxds transportation as well as labour 
factors, and only "very high duties could threateIi its position." 1 

This situation then deemed highly improbable has in fact been 
brought about by European protection between 1929 and 
1931, and even mOle so between 1932 and 1935, and, what is 
very important, in the industrial as well as in the agxarian 
sphere. The consequence is a thIeat to the foundations of 
the economic location of European production, which was 
slowly built up in pre-War years and painfully reconstructed 
after the World War up to I929. In other wolds, what was 
proceeding rapidly was the destruction of Europe's division 
into a (predominantly) industrial Central and a (predominantly) 
agIarian Bolder Europe, accompanied by an extensive conflict 
of the industrial countries with each other. 

Sheltered by these tariff wa1ls of, unpIccedented height 
industries are being fostered in numerous European countries 
for which the natural and economic conditions of location are 
entirely unsuitable. In view of the post-War transfurmation 
of the technique of the heavy industries, which has rendered 
them more dependent on electricity and oil than on coal, 
a number of states which are poor in coal and raw materials 
have found it possible, by means of high tariffs and high costs, 
to develop such industries. (Examples are the Italian iron 
and steel duties,.and the duties on semi-finished metal goods 
in South-Eastern Europe.) 

1 Alfred W.o..-, loco cit., p. 686. 
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In the agrarian sphere the protectionist policy of the im
porting countries ca~ a diminution in the production of 
the most fertile exporting countries. Between 1')28 and 1934 
wheat product in the Danubian states declined by 33'3% (in 
the U.S.A., Canada, Argentine, and Australia by 18%), but 
in the importing countries of industrial Europe it increased 
by more than 20%, at prices between 200% and 300% above 
world market level. Barley, oats, beef, and sugar all present 
the same picture. The most favourable areas of production 
are restricting output, which rises in the less fertile districts, 
at prices which gradually lower home consumption.l To 
the destruction of their agratian exports the agrarian states 
of Europe and the world have replied by reducing theit in
dustrial imports to a Iatge extent. Warnings against this 
tendency were uttered at the Conferences at Warsaw and 
Geneva in 1930 by the representatives of all South-Eastern 
countries as well as Denmark. 

TABLE A: DEVELOPMENT OF INDUSTRIAL PRODUC
TION IN INDUSTRIAL AND AGRARIAN EUROPE, 
1929-34 

191.5-29 = 100 

Total Industrial Textile Industrial 
Country Production Production 

1929 19~ 1934 1929 19~ 1934 

I {Germany lIO 66 \13 \Ill 84 104 
Industrial Italy . 109 73 88 102 67 74 

E France • ~ 104 79 81 98 64 67 urope England 105 88 104 99 85 92 

II renmar~ lI7 106 131 1I2 126 168 
Agrarian Roumania 120 106 149 108 139 182 

Europe ~. 103 179 101 108 \15 136 
108 109 136 117 140 178 

See World Production and Prices. pp. 133-134. 

Table A shows to what an extent the relative growth in 
the industrial production of agrarian Europe between 1929 

, See Srmn;y UI. pp. 81. 91>-97, 162-163. 
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and 1934 SUIpassed the development of the industrial states, 
especially in connection with the textile ttades which are 
easily fostexed by duties. And as the same process was going 
on in overseas agxarian states, and particularly in Japan, the 
result was a continuous depression in the old European export 
textile ttades, as well as in other industties. Here too output 
rose only in the shelter of high tariff walls in those parts of 
Europe which are the least favourable to the development of 
industty. 

The discrepancies between industtial production and 
industtial exports shown in Table B provide an analogy to the 
shrinking com areas in South-Eastem Europe and the extensive 
pasrures in Holland and Denmark which were not fully 
utilized. 

TABLE B: INDUSTRIAL PRODUCTION AND INDUS
TRIAL EXPORTS IN INDUSTRIAL EUROPE 

1929=100 

England Germany France Italy 
1932 1934 1932 1934 1932 1934 1932 1934 

Group 

Total IndWltrial 
Production . 82'S 100 64'S 88'0 6S'S ,.,.S 68'0 75'0 

Industrial &pons 
(volume) 61'S 68'5 59'0 49'5 S6'O S7'S 76'0 69'0 

See World Proriuaion and Prica, p. 96; Survey m, p. 123. 

Thus the new progIesS of agriculture of industrial Europe 
was matched by the industtialization of agxarian Europe.' 
both processes which were being carried out under 'the pressure 
of excessive protectionism in conttadiction to economic laws 
governing the location of production, accompanied by a grow
ing inIpoverishment of Europe, especially of its densely peopled 
countties which are poor in raw materials and land. This 
aspect becomes yet more serious when it is bome in mind that 

, Camp. Survey nI, pp. 160, 163; Considerations, pp. 34-35; 
World Production and Prius, pp. 9~6. Recently Prof. Ohlin has 
sttessed this point in his report, Int6l7lOtional EC01U1RIic Reconsrnu:tion, 
pp. 93, II9. Paris, 1936. 
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the same process on a larger scale is being repeated outside 
Europe, as may be gathered from the fall from 35% 11> 32% 
in the share of industrial Europe in world industrial production 
between 1928 and 1934 and the fall from 41% to 31% of the 
non-European industrial states, accompanied by a rise in the 
share of agrarian countries outside Europe from II% to 24%.1 

Moreover this protectionist trade policy by fostering bilateral 
ttade inflicted great damage on such countries as Belgium and 
Holland, where a considerable section of the population lived 
upon the proceeds of a tIansit trade established long since.' 

This extensive destruction of European exchange relation
ships is expressed in the unprecedentedly low figures of the 
European exports and imports of nearly all European states 
during 1933 and 1934. Although a great part of the Central 
European and the Dutch-Scandinavian-Baltic-German in
tegration, of the Scandinavian-English integration and, to a 
lesser extent, also that between the Mediterranean states and 
England, was fairly well maintained up to I931,stillat the end of 
this year there were indications of a general collapse from which 
only the Sterling countries were exempt. At the beginning 
of 1936 only the integration between England, Scandinavia, 
and the Mediterranean countries remained intact although 
Denmark, at least, had considerably suffered from the English 
preferences in filvour of New Zealand dairy produce. All the 
other areas of the economic integration of Europe had largely 
succumbed by 1933-34 to the trade war of all against all. 
Europe as a closely integrated economic body was battered 
to pieces by a drastic protectionist policy. Such was the 
state of affairs at the commencement of 1936. 

(c) Empire and Regional Tendencies in Europ. 

With the injuries which European protection has inflicted 
upon the inner economic structures of almost all European 
states summarized in the terms "lowering the standard of 

, Comp. Survey m. p. 162. • Ibid., p. lb. 



EUROPEAN POST-WAR TARIFF POLICY 377 

life" and .. destruction of the natural foundations of the 
location of production," our analysis of the dangerous accentua
tion of present-day economic probletns in Europe (spring 1936) 
is not yet concluded. Protectionism is also largely responsible 
for the growth of an antagOnism between two groups of states 
which displayed itself in the response of commercial policies 
to the destruction of the economic integzation of Europe. 
Those nations which, like England, France, and Holland, 
possessed colonies and dominions and which may be called 
.. Empire states," replied, with more or less emphasis to 
the European protectionism of recent years by tightening 
commercial bonds with their colonial areas and loosening their 
trade connections with Europe. Whereas France and Holland 
were in 1935-36 still more closely knit with EUIope in respect 
to foreign trade than with overseas countries, in spite of the 
increasing economic penetration of their colonies systematically 
and successfully pUISUed by means of preferences, England, by 
means of the Ottawa Preferences of 1932, broke away, together 
with her Empire, from Europe and the rest of the world, to 
such an extent that in 1932-33 Europe wondered whether she 
intended to create a great economically self-sufficient area 
(without Europe and the rest of the world but including 
the Scandinavian countries) thus admitting the futility of her 
many attempts between 1929 and 1931 to break down European 
protection. 

To the remaining states of CentIal, East, South, and South
Eastern Europe the path of empire policy remained closed 
as they either lacked colonies completely or possessed colonies 
which are capable of only slight development (Italy). After 
the failure of the preferential plans of 1930-31 these European 
countries have reacted in a twofold way to the ever-increasing 
disintegzation of Europe. The countries of the South-East 
have been seeking without pause, and so far without success, 
for new regional pacts. Germany, Italy, and Poland pUISUed 
a policy of &r-reaching economic self-sufficiency, but showed 
great interest in all attempts to draw closer to South-Eastern 
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Europe, by means of regional or bilateral trade pacts, or to 
draw closer to each other (Italian tripartite treaties, Gecmano
Polish economic agreement of 1934, etc.). These states may 
be called "Regional States" as opposed to the "Empire States." 
If during the same period (1932-35) when nearly all European 
countries have pursued a policy of commercial exclusion, 
those same countries have deliberately striven to realize an 
Empire or a regional trade policy, this state of affairs indicated 
that no European state could actually pursue a policy of 
complete self-sufficiency; all attempts of this kind were a 
"flight from reality." 1 Both the empire and regional states 
of Europe had this in common. 

If, however, we inquire into the economic conditions of the 
two groups, and proceed to investigate the questions of 
population, area, raw materials, etc., we find a fundamental 
distinction of great importance. If European protection 
persists in its present proportions, i.e. if the almost complete 
disintegration of Europe is perpetuated, the empire states, 
by making heavy sacrifices, could perhaps survive economically. 
The regional states of the rest of Europe, however, cmdtJ not 
suroifJe economically. From this point of view Sir Artnur 
Salter uttered an urgent warning in the spring of 1932 against 
the dangers of a policy which threatened to lead to the autarctic 
separation of the U.S.A. and of the British Empire, and thus 
to a dissolution of the whole world economy, into larger or 
smaller national economic units, as such a shattering of world 
economy, in view of the inevitable impoverishment of all 
small countries or states without raw materials, .. would soon he 
dangerous and ultimately fatal to world peace.'" This is 
the most dangerous side of European and world protection. 
The great differences in the economic structureS and colonial 
possessions of the European states may lead to a political 
catastrophe if the existing system of protection is maintained, 
i.e. to a new fJIOTld war. 

• Camp. SIIrfJe)I ill, p. 192. 
• See Sir Anlnlr Salter: R«owr:Y. p. 193. 
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(d) Protectionism and War 

Mutual relationships between the economic and political 
spheres have existed at all times; in no epoch of human history 
have they become so inseparable as in the age of the modern 
capitalistic state.' 

This interdependence was plainly revealed at the World 
Economic Conferences of 1927 and 1933. In his opening 
speech President Theunis said that it could not be too often 
repeated that political action and economic action were inter
dependent, and that the inquiry of the Conference would 
probably bring out more clearly the close relationship that 
existed between the economic policies of nations and inter
national peace.' 

Six years later General Smuts, at the 1933 Conference, 
warned the world against its failure to perform the chief tasks 
imposed upon the Conference: 

"Things would become worse not merely financially, but 
also in the political sphere." • 

The scientific economist who is confined within the limits 
of pure economic analysis cannot discern when severe economic 
depression and crisis in a social system may precipitate the 
nations into warlike complications. He can only indicate the 
consequences, either positive or negative (i.e. raising or 
depressing the material standard of life) of a given economic 
policy. . 

But all economic and sociological inquiries into the European 
situation during recent years (1929-36) must lead to the 
conclusion that protection is laIgely responsible for the grow
ing political tension in Europe and the world,' as it can have 
no other effect than to depress the standard of living and 
damage the economic texture in all the regional states of 

1 See the paper of Sir Alfrod Zimmern, read in Challlm House, 
1924, on U Fiscal Policy and International Relations," in A. Zimmem's 
Th. ProJpeers DJ Dmtocracy, pp. 233-256, especially pp. 234, 238-240. 

I W.B.C., 27. I. pp. 6:0-63. • W.B.C., 33. pp. 13-14. 
• See Robbint, TM Gr_ Depressitm, pp. 196-198. 
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Europe to such an extent as to make a warlike explosion a 
probable outcome of the relations between economics and 
politics·. 

The political and economic problems of these states, i.e. 
Central, East, South, and South-Eastern Europe, have been 
clearly outlined in a recently published sociological work by 
Alfred Weber, in which he stated that the temporary end of 
capitalist world economy (not of capitalism) presented the 
most serious difficulties, first for all countries specializing in the 
production of raw materials and foodstuffs, secondly for the 
densely populated states of Central Europe.1 

Political developments during 1935 completely justified the 
apprehensions of all those who, like Sir Arthur Salter or General 
Smuts, saw a grave menace to world peace in the increasing 
destruction of world trade by a more ruthless protectionist 
policy." The fact that Europe's most important regional 
state next to Germany, viz. Italy, was starting a colonial war 
in October 1935, which was openly justified on the grounds 
of the necessity for economic expansion, showed more vividly 
than everything else how acute the economic situation had be
come in that country (and also in the rest of Central, Eastern and 
South-Eastern Europe, where serious political tension of a non
economic nature was already abundant I). This appearance 
of a political danger zone in that part of Europe suffering 
most severely in an economic sense, taken in conjunction with 
the question of protectionism, means that, with the possible 
exception of the Empire States, the rest of Europe cannot in 
the long run exist without restoring the economic integration 
of production in Europe. In other words, the most serious 
political consequences must be envisaged if radical European 
protectionism remains unchanged. 

In concluding this study it must therefore once more be 
1 See Alfred W."",,: K .. lnnp.~hjcht. ah KulturS06iologi •• Leiden, 

1935. p. 387 . 
• Loucheur's phrsse at the W.E.C., 19"7. "Competition in IBriff 

increases bean the greatest resemblance to competition in armaments," 
should never be lost sight of. W .B.C., 21. I. p. 130. 
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clearly emphasized that European protectionism of the years 
1929-35 implies the end of the economic integration of Europe, 
unless the prohibitive tariff walls and other protective barriers 
can be broken down in the near future.· 

If it should prove possible to break them, the economic in
tegration of Europe in the framework of a world economy 
which is again functioning may be restored. 

For practically all the states of Europe are unable to live 
without each other, or without the world, or the world without 
Europe, in economic and political peace. 



APPENDIX 

EXPLANATION OF TABLES AND GRAPHS 

I~ In the Tables AI, All, BI-IV, each year is shown with two rows of 
figures, which indicate the lowest and highest limits of the tariff levela 
of the cia .... or groups of goods in question. (Comp. p. 33 of text.) 

2. An "frn in Tables AI and An signifies that the goods in question 
were on the free Jist. 

3. AD "I" in Tables An and Bf-IV signifies that for various reasons 
comparative figure. could DO' be calcu1sted in respect of the goods in 
question. 

4- When a class of goods or a whole group (A, B, C) in Tables B.-IV is 
shown without figures, it means that the Bcrua1 imports in the cases con
cerned have been insignificant. (Comp. pp. 8_ of text.) 

S. The index figures in Tables ID-IV in front of the tariff level figures 
indicate the number of goods the duties on which could be included for 
competing the tariff level. in question. (Comp. p. 226. Table D, of text.) 

6. Theee graphs have been made to show the poreotial tariff levels 
of IS countries in 1913, 1927, and 1931 respectively. They are indicated 
by the three columns for .. ch country. (Grapb A, tariff levels for food
stuffs; graph B, tariff leveIa for semi-maoufactured goods; graph C, 
tariff levels for manufactured goods.) (Comp. p. 10:0 of text.) 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF 
GERMANY 

(I .. % of Prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 19'1 1931 

A. Foodstuff.: 
I. CemiIs and llour '1"0 28'0 28'4 ,S'4 IS6-o 186'0 

n. Live-stock n·s 14'6 19'3 35" 41"0 63'0 
In. Ammal foodstuffs $19*0 19*0 20'0 21'0 2S"O 2g"O 
IV. Fruit and vegetables. 19'0 20'0 t1'O 20'0 12"" 24"0 
v. Other foodstuffs 30'0 30'0 45'0 46'0 128'0 <29'0 

Average of I-v=average of AI. 21'3 22'3 24'1 30'0_ 79"" 86'0 
VI. A1coholicdrinksandtobacco 58'0 64'0 54'0 63'0 16'0 103'0 

Average of I-VI = average: of AS "'4 29'3 2g'6 3S'6 1S'S 89'0 

B. Semi-manufac:tuted soods: 
1. Textiles . 7'6 14'4 6'1 15"0 g'2 19'6 

II. Timber, paper, cork 21'0 ~1'Q 15'0 24'S 13"0 21'0 
m. Metals 14'0 17'S 13'0 zz'O IS'O 27'0 
IV. Chemicals 10'4 17'0 7.6 12,8 39'0 43'5 
v. Mineral oils 19'1 28·S 54'0 54'0 .65'0 4S0'0 

Average of I-IV = average of Bl 13'2 17'S 10'4 IS·6 19'0 27'8 
Average of I-V =BVerage of B' • 14'4 19'7 19'1 257 66-0 120'0 

C. Manufactured industrial goods: 
I. Textiles 10'0 14'S 21'0 43'0 26'0 4S-o 

n. PapeI 17'S I7'S 12'1 12,'1 IS'S IS'S 
m. Glass" china, cement 14'0 14'0 20'0 20'0 16·S 16'5 
IV. Metal soods . 67 13'0 9'S 15'0 12'5 IS'S 
v. Machines 4"3 14'2. n 15'0 3'7 IS'" 

VI. Vehicles 3'3 8'2 24'0 40'0 S·8 2.-0 
VII. Apparatuses, instruments 6'0 6'0 19'0 19'5 20'0 20-0 

vm. Toys and tires 6·, 6'1 14'S 17'0 17-0 20-0 

Average of I-VIH =average of C 8'S n', 'S'S "'7 15'0 :u·6 

General tariff level (average of 
Al, Bl, C) . 14'3 17'2 17'0 23'8 37'5 44-0 

• Sardines in oil excluded as. dishomogeneous price element 
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TABLE All: RELATIVE CHANGES IN PRE-WAR AND 
POST-WAR DUTY RATES AND TARIFF LEVELS OF 
GERMANY 

1913=100, duty rates and tariff lerJeJs amounted tD: 

19Z1 1931 

Group of Goods Duty Tariff Duty Tariff 
Rates Levels Rates Levels 

A. Foodstulfs: 
I. Cereals,:ftour 115 lOO lOO 105 390 480 66S 690 

1I. Live-stock • "SS 28S 110 240 300 310 355 430 
m. Anima1 foodstuffs 13S 13S 10S 110 I1S 180 14S ISS 
lV~ Fruit, vegetables . 140 155 S8 100 130 ISS 63 ... 0 
v. Other foodstuffs . ISo ISo ISO 150 200 200 430 430 

Averageofl-v=averageofA' 165 115 115 135 240 265 310 385 
VI. Alcoholic driDks, tDbaa:o IIO 110 93 98 125 160 130 160 

Average of I-VI = average 
of A' 155 16s 110 120 230 2SO 285 300 

B. Semi-manufactured goods: 
L Textiles 10S 160 80 105 no 160 120 135 

n. Timber, paper, corlt 64 9B 71'S II7 64 98 62 100 
m. Metala 98 110 93 U5 175 ISo 107 155 
IV. Chemicals . 215 30S 13 75 235 340 "55 315 
v. Mincml oils 200 300 190 280 500 565 I400 1600 

Average of I-IV = average 
ofB' . 120 110 So IOS ISO 200 145 160 

Average of I-V = average 
ofB' 140 195 130 135 Z20 210 460 610 

C. Manufactured goods: 
I. Textiles 350 395 210 300 335 400 260 310 

n. Paper . 91 91 69 69 91 91 90 90 
m. Glass, cement, china 255 275 145 145 255 375 120 120 
IV. Metal goods 160 ISo 115 140 160 ISO 145 190 
v. Machines . 125 140 86 105 125 140 86 IOS 

VI. Vehicles . 340 530 490 125 ISO 190 210 210 
VII.. Apparatuses, insttumenu ISO ISO 320 320 ISO ISO 330 330 

YID. Toys and tires 110 210 240 280 110 :110 280 330 

Average of ,-vm=average 
ofe 20S 245 ISO 195 185 20S 115 185 

Geneml mrllf level (average 
of AI, Bl, C) . ,65 195 120 140 190 225 255 260 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF FRANCE 
(In % of Prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 1927 1931 

A. Food>tuffs: 
L Cereal. and Hour z"z 30'0 19'8 2.1·6 98-0 102.'0 

U. Livestock '3'1 15'0 8'0 IO'! 18'1 21'6 
m, Animal foodstuffs 24'" "S'7 13'4 16'0 "9'1 32'8 
IV~ Fruit and vegetables . I!I'S 33'4 9'7 15,8 224 5 31'6 
v. Other foodstuffs 54'S 60-0 28,8 30'3 90'0 99'0 

VI.. Alcoholic drinks • 25'0 25'0 :z6'4 30'Q. 35'" 55'0 

Average of I-VI = average of A • 27'3 31'3 11'7 zo'6 49-0 57'0 

B. Semi-manofactured goods: 
L Textiles • 13'0 62'2 10'1 99'0 14'5 16'5 

n. Timber, paper, cork . 12'3 18'0 9'7 18,6 19'3 38-0 
m, Metals 27'6 41'2 18'3 S8'o 2.1'3 64'0 
IV, Chemical. 12,8 16'0 9'5 10'8 9'8 11'2 
v, Mineral oils 138-0 194'0 37'7 62., 130'0 182'0 

Average of I-IV =average of B' 16'4 34'3 12'0 36'6 16-2 47'4 
Average of I-V =average of Bt . 40'7 66'0 17'2 41'8 39'0 74'3 

C. Manufactured goods: 
I. Textiles 21'0 34'3 19'8 29'0 21'3 32 '0 

n, Paper 19'4 23'8 33'0 33'0 42'6 42'6 
ru. Glass, chinaJ cement 10'0 11'3 18'2 :Z-I'O 17'4 zo'o 
IV. Metal goods , 7'0 23'0 17'4 22'1 18-6 24'0 
v, Machines !I'O 18'5 12·'3 37'0 lI,g 36'0 

VI, Vehicles 9'6 '5'4 34'0 35'8 35'0 52'0 
vu, Apparatuses, instruments 10-1 14'0 IS" 18'3 IS'S 19'0 

VUI, Toys and tires '7'0 17'7 23'0 43'3 26,6 50 '0 

Average of I-VIU =average of C 12'9 19'7 21-6 30-0 "3'6 34'4 

General tariff level (average of 
A~ BI. C) , ,S'8 :z8'4 11'1 29'1 29-6 46'3 

• Tobaca> excluded, because of robaooo monopolf, 1913-31. 

2B 



386 TARIFFS AND THE ECONOMIC UNITY OF EUROPE 

TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF ITALY 
(In % of Prius) 

(Compare p. 70> note I, and p. 71, note I, of t=t.) 

Group of Good. 1913 

A. Foodsruffs: 
L Cereals and flour 30-0 37'6 

U. Livestock 9'4 13'1 
UL Animal foodstulfs 14'0 IS'" 
IV. Fruit and vegetables. IS"2 IS'Z 
v. Other foodstulfs • • 114'0 127'0 

VI. Alcoholic drinks and tobacco 30"0 32'0 

Avenge of '-VI=avenge of A. 30'0 40'0 
(Without Av) 19'7 24'0 

B. Semi-maoufactured goods : 

1927 

2I1l 26'3 
6'1 19'6 

21·8 23'5 
'4'5 .8·6 
35'3 3g·S 
29'0 41*0 

L Textiles 9'2 15'5 6'6 187 
II. Timber, paper, cork . 

m.MeWs • 
IV. Chemicals 
v. Mineral oils 

• "<39'0 44'5) t 26'3 29"0 
2S'2 34'0 38'3 63'0 
9'2 10'2 17'7 29'5 

103'0 103'0 II9'O 12·5'0 

1931 

89"0 
g'3 

21"7 
11'1 

X07"O 

33'5 

9'9 
t60-o 

45-0 
44'6 

395'0 

131'0 
26'1 

24-0 
16-0 

141'0 

46'0 

74'3 
64'0 

Avenge of X-IV =aversge of Bt :OX'4 2S'S 22'2 35'0 40"" 59"0 
Average of '-v=average of 11'. 377 43'4 41'6 53'" I1X'O 127"" 

C. Manufactured goods: 
1. T extil.e& 

u. Paper 
m. Glass, china" cement 
IV. Metal goods 
v. Machines 

VI. Vehicles 
VII. Apparatuses, instruments 

VllI. Toys and tires 

Geoeral tariff level (avenge of 

15'6 19'4 
17'1 27'1 
:03'7 32'4 
11·6 'SS 
6'4 7'5 
5'1 6·6 
6·g 6·g 

16·. 18'5 

19'4 29·6 
IS"7 29" 
39'6 58'4 
16'7 3"4 
n's 21'3 
43'0 53'0 
9'4 10'3 

217 43'0 

A, Bt, C) " 21"3 28'4 22-6 33'7 

• Only wood pulp; a:Ilulose, timber, c:ori: duty fr<e. 

19"6 31-6 
23"1 36"9 
42"6 6'"0 
21·8 49'4 
15'3 25'4 
93"0 111*0 
21'4 25"0 
33'4 58'0 

t Plaab 10ft, not planed, ... d c:ori:l other goods duty €roe. 
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TABLE An: RELATIVE CHANGES IN PRE-WAR AND 
POST-WAR DUTY RATES AND TARIFF LEVELS 
OF ITALY 

1913=Ioo, duty rates and tariff lwels ID1fIJIItIted to: 

1927 1931 
Group of Goods Duty Tariff Duty Tariff 

Rates Levels Rat .. Level. 

A. Foodstuffs: 
L Cereals, flour 100 ns 10 10 ZIO 225 300 3S0 

n. Livestock 145 250 65 ISO 14S 2S0 88 200 
m. Animal toodstuffs. 160 170 155 160 16S ISO ISS 160 
IV. Fruit, vegetables • 105 14S 95 120 IOS . ISO 77 IOS 
v. Other foodstuffs • 8z 9:0 30'" 3' !:oo 125 94 no 

VI. AIooholic drinks and 
tobacco ISO 190 I30 140 170 215 340 360 

A_ of I-VI=svuage 
of A 120 160 70 11 ISO 190 ISO 160 

(Without Av) (lID lIS) (200 265) 

B. Semi-manufactured goods: 
L Textiles I 72 120 I 108 180 

n. Timber, paper, cork 120 120 6S 6s 120 120 140 155 
:m. Metals 140 210 135 185 170 265 160 2SO 
IV. Chemicals . I 190 290 I 485 585 
v. Mineral oiIa 105 n5 ItS 120 120 135 385 390 

Average of I-IV = average 
ofB' ISO 210 105 125 175 250 190 205 

Average of I-V = average 
ofB' 140 185 lID 120 160 220 "90 295 

C. Manufactured goods: 
I. Textiles ISO 200 125 155 190 190 100 105 

n. Paper XIS 135 lIO no lIS 135 135 135 
m. Glass, cement, china 390 395 16S ISO 4ZO 430 180 190 
IV. Metal good. 175 240 145 200 185 260 190 320 
v. Msc:hines • 2SO 440 180 285 380 540 240 340 

VI. Vehicles . I 800 840 I I6S0 1820 
VII. Apparatuses,instnuntnm I 140 ISO I 315 370 

VIn. ToyI and tires 185 270 135 230 200 290 205 310 

Average of I-Vlll =average 
ofC :U5 28S 175 20S 24S 310 270 300 

Genera! tari1f level (avenge 
of A, Bl, Cl 160 21S 105 ·120 180 250 :oos 21S 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF BELGIUM 
(In % of prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 X!/z7 X931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
L Cereals and !lour S"x 8"x 2"4 2"4 XS"7 XS"7 

n" Livestock fro fr. fro 
ill" Animal foodstuffs 20"0 20"0 7"3 7"3 12.-Z 12·1 
N" Fruit and vegetables " 39"0 39"0 X3"6 27"5 X3-6 32-6 
v. Other foodstuffs 35"0 35"0 16"z 17"7 43"0 45"0 

Average of I-V =average of A1 25'5 25"5 9"9 X3"7 2X"O 26'4 
VI. Alcoholic drinks and tobacco 95"0 95'" 28"5 38"6 44"" 60-0 

Average of I-VI = average of A' 39-0 39"5 13"6 IS"7 25"7 33"0 

B. Semi-manufactux<d soods: 
L Teni1es . 4"8 u"4 3"7 6"6 4"g g"X 

u. Timber, paper, cork " 7"6 7"6 9"7 9"7 17*Z 17'z 
m. Metals 4"7 6-7 4"6 6-0 5"5 6-7 
IV. Chemicals O(9"x 9'1) 21'7 2I'7 32-6 32-6 
v, Minenl oils fro 60"5 75"0 232"" 232-0 

Average of I-N=average of B' 6"5 S"1 9"9 II'O IS"" x6'1 
Average of I-v=average of B' , 6'5 8"7 zo"o 23"S sS"S 59"0 

C, Manufactux<d soods: 
I, Textiles 12"3 13'3 14"S 11'4 14"4 IS"7 

XL Paper . 12"6 12"6 3'8 5"3 5"1 6,8 
m. Glass .. china, cement 10-6 10-6 5"6 8'3 6"x 9'1 
IV, Metal goods , II-o u-o 9"6 1"7 u-o "3"4 
v. Machines 1'4 8-6 "4 15"3 7"7 XS"3 

VI, Vehicles 3"3 '"3 XO'3 """3 12"5 ,..."8 
vu. ApparatusesJ instruments 6"9 6'9 "" 9"5 7"8 9"9 

vw" Toys aod tires u'S II'S ,"8 18"4 9"4 23"3 

Average of x-vm=aversge ofC g", 10'2 S"3 14-0 9"" 16"5 

General tariff level (average of 
At, BI,. C) . 13'6 14'8 9"4 12"9 xS"x X9"7 

• Duty of only one commodity: soap" 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF 
SWITZERLAND 

(In % of prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 I9Z7 1931 

A. Foodstuflli: 
L Cereals and !lour 4'3 24'7 5,8 45'6 13-0 101·0 

XL Livestock , 8'4 8'4 21'4 23'6 28"7 32'7 
m, Anima1 foodstuflli 6,6 6'6 ::2,6 24'3 38'4 40-<> 
IV, Fruit and vegetables, .8-0 28-0 15'7 18'4 30'3 32'3 
v, Other foodstuflli IS'S ,6'5 18-1 zo,' 52-0 54'4 

Average of I-V =average of A' , 12·6 16,8 ,6'7 26'4 3"S 52-0 

VL Alcoholic driDks and tobacco u'z 1'"7 26'2 94'0 29" IIZ'O 

Average of I-VI =average of AI 12'3 16-1 18'3 39'3 32 -0 62'0 

B, Semi-manufactured gobds: 
I, Tatiles , , 4'4 4'5 5"7 7'0 8'9 10·8 

tt. Timber, paper, cork . 14'1 I4'8 21"4 22'1 ·3'0 ·5,8 
m, Metals 2'7 9'5 4'4 IS'S 9'4 .2:1-'8 
IV, Chemicals 4'6 4,6 1'8 7'8 9'3 9'3 
v, MinetSl oils 7'0 7'0 56'0 56'0 133'" '33'0 

Average: of I-IV = average of B1 6'4 8'3 9'8 13" 12-6 17'0 
Average of I-V = average of B' , 6,6 8'1 19'1 21'6 36"7 40'0 

C. Manufactured goods: 
L Tatiles 4'7 5" 7'7 8'9 10'4 12'7 

n. Paper 17'2 ,8'9 33'· 33'· 56'0 56'0 
1IL Glass, china, cement 12'4 23'0 23'0 33'3 zo'S 21'Z 
IV, Metal goods , 8'2 12'2 u,'7 22'S 24'S 3"4 
v. Machines 3'9 g'4 7'S 13'0 7'4 12'0 

VL Vehicles , 6'3 6'3 22'7 32 '7 2.7'1 40 -z 
vu. Apparatuses, instruments 4'5 g,o 4'0 6'4 6'S 6'5 

vm, Toys and tires 3'5 6,6 7,g 9'4 9'5 u'S 

Average of I-vm =average of C 7'6 n'I IS'3 20'0 20'3 24'0 

Genend tari1f level (average of 
AL, 8', Cl ' 8'9 12'1 13'9 19'7 2.1-8 31'0 
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TABLE All: RELATIVE CHANGES IN PRE-WAR AND 
POST-WAR DUTY RATES AND TARIFF LEVELS OF 
SWITZERLAND 

1913= loo, {/utY Tates and tariff lerJels tmUJU1fted to: 
1927 1931 

Group of Goods Duty Tariff Duty Tariff 
Rates Levels Rates Levels 

A. Foodstuffs: 
L Cereals, flour 18S 220 135 185 18S 220 300 410 

n. Livestock S30 SSS 2SS 2SO 510 530 340 390 
m. Anima1 foodstuffs 350 42S 340 370 435 530 580 610 
IV. Fruit, vegetables . 130 140 SS 65 140 145 110 115 
v. Other foodstuffs . 170 18S 120 125 190 205 330 33S 

Average of I-V = average 
of Al · 275 30S 13S 160 290 320 260 310 

VI. Alcoholic drinks and 
tobacco 38S 1470 23S 740 370 1440 260 880 

Average of I-VI = average 
of A' 290 SOO 140 24S 305 510 260 38S 

B. Semi-~ctured goods: 
L Textiles · 240 240 130 15S 260 270 200 240 

n. Tunber, paper, cork 230 260 ISO ISS 230 260 I6S 175 
m. Metals 220 260 160 16; 525 760 230 350 
IV. Chemicals 160 200 170 170 160 200 200 200 
v. Mineral oils 1530 1530 800 800 IS30 1530 1900 1900 

Average of I-IV = average 
ofB' . · 210 240 155 160 295 370 195 , .. s 

Average of I-V = average 
ofB' 470 500 265 290 540 60S 495 550 

C. Manufactured soods: 
I. Textiles 290 290 165 17S 300 305 220 250 

n. Paper 230 260 175 195 230 260 295 325 
m. Gl.ss, cement, china 250 385 145 185 180 345 92 165 
IV. Metal goods 230 250 ISS 205 230 250 300 355 
v. Mscbines • 240 300 155 190 240 300 140 190 

VI. Vehicles · 270 405 360 520 270 405 430 640 
VlL Apparatuses, instruments 170 210 80 90 180 240 80 145 

VIn. Toys and tirea 300 300 140 220 300 300 175 270 

Average of l-VIn =average 
ofC 250 305 180 200 245 305 215 270 

General tariff level (aversge 
of Al~ Bl, Cl . 245 2SS 155 165 '75 335 24S 2SS 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF AUSTRIA 
(1913: AUSTRIA-HUNGARy) 

(In % of Prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 1927 1931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
I. Cereals and Hour 43'0 43'0 3'7 3"7 96-0 96-0 

n. Livestock 6,8 22,'5 5'4 5'4 16'4 22,-0 
m, Animal foodstuffs 3°'0 30 '4 IS'Z 15'8 35-0 38'S 
IV. Fruit and vegetables . 23'3 z6', 13'4 21'1 '7'5 '7'5 
v, Other foodstuffs 32'S 32'S 41'S 42'0 n8·o 144'0 

Average of I-V = average of Al . 27'0 31 '2- 15'8 17'2 57'0 6.-0 
VI. Alcoholic drinks and tobacco 64'0 64'0 42'0 52'0 64'0 82-0 

Average of I-VI =average of A' 33'2 36'7 ZO'2 23'3 58'0 66'0 

B, Semi-manofactUred 8OOds: 
L Textiles , 8'5 17'7 5'1 n's 7'8 zo'o 

1I. Timber, paper, corlt . ZO'7 20'7 10'1 10'1 14'3 14'3 
m. Metal-s 29"3 33'0 21'Z 29'S 30'S 37'0 
IV. Chemicals 15'7 15'1 17'4 11'4 20'3 21'7 
v, Mineral oils 65'8 65'8 24'3 29'0 61'0 78'0 

Average of I-IV =average of B' 18'5 21'8 13'4 17'1 18'z 23'2-
Average of I-V =ave.rage of Ba . 28'0 30,6 15'6 19'5 26'2- 34'2 

C. Manofactured goods: 
I, TextiIea 16'0 ;u·o 19'5 28'3 22,6 36'6 

n. Paper 14'8 19'8 n'7 14'4 18-1 25'3 
nI. Glass, china" cement 23'S 40'3 IS'! 15'1 25'7 25'1 
IV, Meral goods 17'0 27'8 ' 25'6 43'0 28'4 45'4 
v. Machines 14'1 24'0 9'6 13-0 12'3 21-0 

VI. Vehicles 14'0 .19'0 32'0 32'0 31'6 58'1 
vu. ApparatUSeS, instruments 9'6 n's 17'0 17'0 19'5 I9'S 

VIn. TOJ' and tires 7'8 28'2- 12'3 30'S 12'3 41-<1 

Average of I-Vill =average of C '4'6 24'0 11'8 24'2 :U-5 34'% 

Ckneral tariff level (average of 
Al, Bl, C) . 20'0 25'1 15'6 19'4 32'1 39'1 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

(1913: AUSTRIA-HUNGARY) 
(In % of Prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 19Z1 1931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
I. Cereal. and flour 43'0 43-0 22'0 22'0 11100 IIl'O 

n. Livestock 6,8 2Z'S 13'2 18'1 ::3'6 63'" 
m. Auima.\ foodstuffs 30'" 30'4 19-0 19·6 S6-o 57'" 
lV. Fruit and vegetables 23'3 ;:6'1 43'% 49'7 39·8 50-0 
v.Other_ 3"5 32'5 18'0 79-0 161'0 164'0 

Average of I-V =average of At • 27'0 31'" 35-0 377 ,s,S 89'0 
VI. Alcoholic drinks and tobacco 64'0 64'0 96-0 96'" 150'0 150'0 

AverageofI-vt=averageofA' 32'2; 367 4S-o 41'4 90'0 99-0 

B. Semi-manufacnued goods: 
I. Tatiles • 8'5 17'7 9'4 18'5 1::-6 '"4'6 

n. Timber, paper" cork . ZO'7 ZO'7 19'2 19'2 22'S n'S 
m. Metal, 29'3 33'0 34'" 39·6 39'0 48-0 
lV. Chemicals IS'? IS'? 17-0 11'0 33'0 33-0 
v. Mineral oils 65'8 65'8 31'5 31'5 71-0 11'0 

Average ofI-lV=average ofB' 18'5 21-8 19'9 ::3'5 ;:6'8 32'" 
Average of I-V = average of B' . ;:8-0 30-6 ;::0-0 25'1 35'6 40-0 

C. Manufa~goods: 
L Textiles 16'0 21-0 ;:8.,. 37'4 32'4 40'5 

n. Paper . . 14'8 19'8 25'6 ;:8'1 3"'4 33'5 
m. Glass, china, cement 2 3'5 40'3 35'3 44'0 33-0 41-0 
lV. M.1lI1 goods 17-0 ::7·8 31'6 59'4 38-0 SS'? 
v. Machines 14'1 '"4'0 19'4 29'7 I!N 30'0 

VI. Vehicles 14'0 19-0 SS'" 70'" 477 477 
vn. Apparatuses, instruments 9-6 U'S 16'2 21"3 18-0 2.1'3 

vm. Toys and tires 7.8 ;:8." 9-0 79'5 1::'9 83'" 

Average of I-vnI = average of C 14'6 '"4'0 :OS'S 46'0 29'2 44'0 

Geoeral rari1f level (average of 
AI, Bl, C) • :00-0 25'7 26·8 35·8 44,8 55'0 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF SWEDEN 
(In % of PrU:es) 

Group of Goods 1913 1927 1931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
L Cereals and Hour • 3°'3 3°'3 ITS 17.8 54'0 54-0 

II. Livestock 1<>8 10·8 7'6 7'6 12'3 12'3 
m, Animal foodstuffs 25'6 25'6 15-6 IS'6 23'S 23'S 
IV. Fruit and vegetables 67'0 72'0 39'0 41'S S·'O S6'o 
". Other foodstuffs • 28'4 32-0 24'1 27-0 47'4 S3-o 

Average of I-V =8Verage of Al 32'4 34'0 21-0 22-0 38'0 40'0 
(Without AIv) ·(23'8 24'7) 

VL Alcoholic drinks and tobacco 80'0 JOI'O 68'0 83'0 88-0 88'0 

Average of I-VI =avemg:e of Aa 40'3 4S'3 28,8 32'0 46'2 48-0 

B, Semi-manufactuIed goods: 
l~ Textiles 12'4 17'3 7'1 10'3 U:·S 17'0 
Il. Timber, paper, c:ork. fr, fr, fr. 

m, Metals 16,8 31'7 16·6 33'2 17'8 29'2 
IV. Chemicals . 36'1 36'1 20'1 20'7 2.2'2 29'8 
v, Minet8l oils fr. fr. 4'2 4'2 

Average of I-IV = average of Bl 22'0 28,6 14'8 21'4 17'2 18'7 
Average of I-V = average of BS 14'2 IS'" 

C. ManufactuIed goods: 
I. Textiles , ' 16,6 21'0 24'4 35'2 28,8 39'0 

n, Paper 24'S 24'S 19'4 19'4 27'4 27'4 
m, Glas<, china, cement 38'S 45'S 24'0 29~ 24'4 30'4 
lV, Metal goods 16,6 31'6 n'O 23'0 13'5 33'1 
v. Machines a 9'5 IS'" . 8'2 u'O 8'1 n'3 

VI. Vehicles 13'3 13'3 13'3 13'3 13'3 13'3 
VII. Apparatuses, instruments 14'0 16'5 11'3 12'6 13'4 14'3 

VIII. Toys and tin:s , 45'0 45'0 38-0 38'" 31'8 37'8 

Average of I-VIII =Average of C • 22'S 26'S 18'1 ·3'0 21'0 .6'0 

Geoeral tarilI' level (average of 
Al, Bl, C) ·5,6 ·9'7 18'2 22'0 25'4 28'3 

• Compare p~ 86, note I, of ten. 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF FINLAND 
(In % of Prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 19'7 1931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
t. Cereals and f10UI "(21'0 '21'0) 22'0 29'0 124-0 156'0 
n. Livestoclt fr. 8'8 8·8 20·6 20"6 
m. Animal foodstUffs . tS2'3 5'"3 43'4 43'4 84'0 84'0 
IV. Fruit and vegetables t4O"O 40"0 124'0 ~24'0 79-0 93'0 
v. Other foodsIUlfs 8z'0 82'0 86-0 87'0 188'0 19X'O 

Average of I-V =average of AI. 49'0 49'0 57'0 58-0 9S"0 109-0 
VL Alcoholic drinks~ tobacco 73'0 73'0 121'0 121*0 145-0 14S'0 

Average of I-VI = average of AW 45"" 45'0 67'5 69"0 107-0 115-0 

B. Semi-manufacIured goods: 
1. Textiles 19"0 23'z 13·6 19"7 21-8 29"4 

IL Timber, paper, cork fr. fr. fr. 
m. Metals 19"" "'0 10·6 11'5 15-2 24'3 
IV. Chemicals 33'5 33'5 33'6 46'6 30"<> 40<6 
v. MineIal oils • 53'0 53<0 30<4 30<4 308-0 308-0 

Averageofl-IV=aversgeofB' 17<9 19"7 19<4 21-0 16"7 23<5 
Average of I-V =average of BI 31 '1 33"0 19<5 26'0 94-0 100'0 

C. Manufactured good.: 
I. Textiles 26'4 34"" 26'4 38<0 39"" sS"" 

n. Paper 74"" 74<0 9<6 13<5 9<7 14.6 
m. Glass, c:bina, cement 106'0 106'0 31'0 34'3 34'5 37<3 
IV< Metal goods 16-0 35"3 14<7 23'z I7'~ 26'S 
v. Machines 19<8 21'0 6<S 9<5 S"9 9'5 

VI. Vehicles 6'1 6<1 9<0 9<0 13'2- "'5 
VII. Apparatuses, instruments 10'4 10<4 II'S 13'0 13<9 15·6 

VIII. Toys and tires 33<6 33<6 30>'" 202'0 24O<l 340<> 

Aversgeofl-VIU =aversge oCC 3';"1 38<8 §IS<$ 30<1 §lg<1 .6<3 

General t:srilf level (average of 
Al, Bl, C) 34<4 3S<8 30<7 33"0 43"7 5>'8 

* Only duty on maize, other goods duty free in 1913. 
t Butter, eggs, beef, pork, duty free in 1913. * Potatoes, c:auliftower, tomatoes, beans, duty free in 1913. 
§ TariII level of CVIII excluded as dishomogeoeous element. 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF POLAND 
(1913: RUSSIA) 
(In % of Prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 19'7 1931 

A. FoodsIullio: 
t. Cereals and fiour . *30'S 30'5 *24'0 24'0 97'0 97'0 

n. Livestock fr. 12'5 15'0 20'0 23'5 
m. Animal foodsIullio • 34'6 34,6 31'6 36'2 77'0 85'0 
IV. Fruit and vegetables 80'4 80'4 213'0 242'0 155'" 226'0 
v. Other foo_. IP'O 132'0 61'0 61'0 160'0 160'0 

Average of I-V = average of Al 69's 69's 68'S 75'S 102-0 118'0 

VI. Alcoholic drinks, tobacco 110"0 131'0 146'0 146'0 Ix8-o Iz8'Q 

AverageofI-vI = average of Aa 77'S 82'0 81'0 87'0 1°5'0 120'0 

B. Semi-manufactured goods: 
I. TeniIes 42'0 71'5 26·6 49'S 34'0 63'0 

n. Timber, paper, cork 36·6 SS'S 10-2 . 13'4 19'0 22'S 
m. Metals 84'0 95'5 40'6 S4'S SI'S 67'0 
IV, Chemicals . 62'0 62'0 35'S 36'0 32'0 32'S 
v. MinenI oil! , 166'0 166'0 64'0 64'0 420'0 420'0 

Averageof I-IV =average ofBl 56'0 71-0 28'z 38'3 34'0 46'2 
Average of I-V =8Verage of BI 78'0 90'0 35'4 43'S IIl"O 121'0 

C. Manufactured goods: 
L Textiles 43'0 46'4 78'0 96'0 83'0 106-0 

n. Paper 247'0 241'0 21'7 25'3 24'4 29'S 
In. Glass, china, cement 140'0 186-0 37'S 74'S 29'0 47'0 
IV. Metal goods 59'0 66'S 52'0 75'0 48'4 83'0 
v, Machines 34'6 59'0 .zo'4 46'6 I8'S 42'0 

VI, Vehicl .. 22'2 23'6 21·6 32'1 :07'5 45'0 
VII. Apparatuses, instruments 3"5 33'3 61'0 67'0 70'0 77'4 

VIU. Toys and tires 56'S 56'S 490'0 650'0 557'0 746'0 

Average of I-vm =a_ofC 79'0 90'0 t41'7 69'S t43'o 61'4 

General IarilI level (average of 
At, Bl, C) 68'0 77'0 46'0 61'0 60'0 75'0 

• Only duties on flour; cereals duty free iD 1913 and 1921. 
t Tariff level of CVm ""cluded .. dishomogeneous elemCllL 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF 
ROUMANIA 

(In % of Prius) 
Group of Goods 1913 1927 1931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
L Cereal. and Bou< • • '(39'0 39'0) 13'8 13'8 36'4 36'4 

n. Livestock 6·6 U"1 3'8 8,8 3"7 n'I 
m. ADimal foodstuffil 47'3 47'3 48-0 48-0 85'S 88'S 
IV. Fruit and _bles 19'0 19'0 81-0 85-0 152-'0 161"0 
v. Other foodstuffs • 59-0 60-0 7 .. -0 83'0 148'0 155'0 

Aversge of l-v=average of At 34'Z 35'3 43'6 47-6 85'0 90-0 
VI. Alcoholic drink. and tobsooo • 7'Z'0 72-0 118-0 118-0 136'0 136-0 

Aversge of I-VI =aversge of A' 4C'S 41'4 56-0 59'4 93'S 98'0 

B. Semi-manufactured geods: 
L Textiles · · ~o'o 22,8 15'3 32,6 25'3 54-0 

ll. Timber, paper" cork 61'0 61'0 25-0 80-0 36'4 42.'" 
m. Metals 12,"1 15'4 ;.6'z 30'2 32'0 47'S 
IV. Chemicals • 23'0 35'2 16-6 35'4 51-0 az-o 
v. Mineral olIs 2T3 27'3 17"1 19'5 41 '0 42.'0 

Avemge of I-IV =avezage of B' 26'3 33,6 zo'8 44'S 36'2 56'4 
Average of I-V=average of B' 26,S 32'3 20'0 39'9 37'1 53'S 

C. Manofactured geods: 
L Textiles 18'3 27-0 87'0 163-0 110'0 23:-0 

n. Paper · · 61'3 61'3 46'2- 53'2 73'7 88-0 
IIL Glass, china, cement 25'" 31'0 63'S 66·6 43'4 48<> 
IV. Meral geods 22'7 45'2 21'3 58'S 24'3 65'" 
v. Mach.i.nes • 5'7 8-0 6'5 14'4 6-6 13"z 

VI. Vehicles 18,8 27'0 13-0 27'4 19'7 29'3 
VIL Apparatuses, iDstnunents 8'3 8'3 35'7 39'" ZO'1 28'1 

VllI. Toys and tires · 20'6 20'6 19'5 60'S 2S'" 52.., 

Aversge of I-VllI =aversge of C 22'S .8'5 36'8 60'3 40'4 69's 

General tariff level (aversge of 
AI, Bl, C) 21'7 33'0 33'7 51'0 54'0 72-0 

• Ccn::ab dlltJ' free; o.oly duties OD. flour. 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF HUNGARY 
(1913: AUSTRIA-HUNGARY) 

(I .. % of Prica) 

Group of Goods 19I3 1927 1931 

A. Foodstu1fs: 
I. Cereal. and flour • 43'0 43-0 26'7 26"7 59-0 59-0 

II. Livestock 6·8 22'S 13'3 ""7 23'1 40"0 
m. Animal foodstuffs 3°'0 3°'4 30-0 31-6 45'4 50 -0 
IV. Fruit and vegetables 23'3 z6'I :W'4 35"2 30-0 44'5 
v, Other foodstuff. • 3"5 32'5 52-0 56'5 122'0 1.29'0 

A_ of I-y=aver&ge of A' 27'0 3"2 28'4 34'5 56-0 64'4 
VI. Alooholic drinks and tobacco • 64'0 64'0 64-0 77-0 116'0 133'0 

A_ of I-vI =aver&ge of A' 33'2 36'7 34'3 41'6 66'0 76-0 

B. Semi-manufactured goods: 
L Textiles 8'5 17'7 9'5 .6-0 16-0 33-6 

n. Timber, paper, cork zo'7 '0"7 ft. ft. 
ilL Metals 29'3 33-0 35'0 3S'6 42'6 55'5 
IV. Chemicals • 'S"7 15'7 33'0 56'3 34'3 54'0 
v. Mineral oils 65'8 65'8 45-0 51'3 123"0 14t-o 

A_ of I-IV =avezage of B' IS,S 21-8 21-1 32-0 24'4 40-6 
Average of I-V =average of HI! .28'0 3°'6 26-0 36'0 44<> 60-, 

C. Manufactured goods: 
I. Textiles . 16-0 21'0 'S<> 44'0 30"4 49'0 

IL Paper 14.8 '9'8 ,6'8 43-0 24'0 55'0 
m. Glass, china, cement 23'5 40'3 24'2 2S'S 28-0 3'-0 
IV. Metal goods 17-0 27'S . 55'0 6'-0 67-S 95-0 
v. Machines • ",'1 24'0 '4'5 30"7 24'" SO'S 

VI. Vehicles . . . 14'0 19'0 2"7 27"7 31-0 43'0 
vu. Apparatuses, instruments 9·6 II'S 13'" 19-0 18'0 24'7 

VIII. Toys and tires . 7.8 28'z 11-0 77-0 14'6 97'" 

A_ of I-VIiI =average of C 14'6 24'0 '2"1 41-0 29"1 SS'S 

Ckneral mriII level (average of 
A', B'C) zo-o 25'7 24-0 35'8 36-7 53'S 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF 
YUGOSLAVIA 
(1913: SERBIA) 
(Ill % of Pricu) 

Group of Goods 1913 1927 1931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
L Cereals and fiour . 25"7 25"7 9'2 9'2 80-0 80'0 

n, Livestock , , 4<> zo<> IS'4 24<> 26,6 341> 
m, Anima1 foodstuffs 23'0 24"7 60-0 60<> 100-0 103'0 
lV. Fruit and vegetables 20,8 35'0 20'4 25'4 32'7 38':0 
v, Other foodstuffs , 71-0 71<> 66'3 66'3 116-0 IZS-o 

VI, Alcoholic drinks and tobacco , 25'8 31-0 74<> 91-0 631> 98'0 

Average of I-VI =average of A 2S'S 34,6 41'4 46-0 .,0-0 80'0 

B. Semi-lDlmUfactured goods: 
L Textiles 9'4 20-0 S'. 16'3 13'3 :12'6 

n. Timber, paper, cork I6'S zo"7 24'3 24'3 25'3 25'3 
m. Metal. , 17-0 17'8 32-0 36'2 30'S 42'0 
IV. Chemicals 17'8 IS'3 28,S 2S'S 40-0 40-<> 
v. MineraJ oils 9'S 76'0 40"3 93-0 142"0238-0 

Average of I-Iv=average ofBt 15"2 19'2 23'2 20'3 29'0 32·S 
Average of I-v=a_ of B' 14<> 30-6 20'0 39"0 SI'S 73'0 

C. Manufactured goods: 
I. Teatiles . IO'S 21'8 27"7 3S'S 27'7 40<> 

n, Papes , 20'3 32'3 20'4 29'2 37'0 37<> 
m, Glass, clUna, cement 30'0 37-0 32'8 40"7 31<> 38-0 
IV. Metal goods 14'0 26'S 25'4 43-0 31"2- 63-0 
v. Machines , 3'9 6-0 10-6 1:0-0 II'3 12."7 

VI, Vehicles . 7'3 ,.3 10'S 16,8 16'3 16'3 
rn. Apparatuses, instruments 6,8 6,8 I8'S :03'5 :ZI'O ;06'4 

VIn, ToY' and tizea 21-0 34'S 32-0 61-0 42'0 7S'0 

Average of I-vm =average of C IS-o 21-S :03-0 33'0 21"2 38'S 
• 

GeneIS! tariff level (average of 
A, Bt, C) 19'4 25'0 29'2 35-0 42'0 so-o 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF BULGARIA 
(In % of Prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 1927 1931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
I. Cereals and :Bour 9'7 9'7 18-0 18-0 66-0 66'0 

IL Livestock 2.'5 97 10"0 21'4 16-0 37'6 
IlL Animal foodstuffs 2.4'0 30'S 82,S 123'0 l.p-o 196-0 
lV, Fruit and vegetables 2-5'0 25'0 94'S IIO'O 129'0 1.;8'0 
v. Other foodstuffs 55-0 56 '0 152 '0 157'0 264'0 2.70-0 

Average of I-y=avcrage of Al. 23'2- 26'2- 71'S 86'0' 123>0 144'0 
VI. Alcoholic drinks and tobacco 94'S 1I7"O 278'0 380-0 32.S-o .pI.., 

Average of I-vI = average of Aa 36'4 41'3 106-0 135-0 157'0 190'0 

B. Semi-manufa<:tUrcd goods: 
L TOEtiles , 18'2- 2.3-0 76'0 99-0 106-0 141'0 

n. Timber, paper, cork . 16'4 16'4 26'2- 26'2- 44-0 44-0 
m, Metsls 197 2.0'4 2.8'5 39'0 31'2- .p-o 
lV. Chemicals 30'0 49'0 44'0 55'4· .;8'5 63'0 
v, Mineral oils 2.8'5 3"5 17'3 187-0 40'7 450'0 

Average of >-lV=aversge of B' 21'2- 27'2- 44'0 55'0 57'4 72.'5 
Average of I-V =aversge of B' , 22'6 2.8'3 38'4 81-0 S4'O 1.;8'0 

C. Manufactured goods: 
L TOEtiles 19'2- 22'2- 1:21'0 166'0 149'0 zoo'o 

n. Paper 31'3 31'3 29'7 62'0 377 78'0 
m. Glass, china, cement ZI'O 22'4 77'0 77'0 66-6 66-6 
IV, Metal goods 10'7 19'5 28'S 63'S 36-0 73'" 
v. Machines 3,8 3,8 '7'8 7,8 6,6 6'6 

VI. Vehicles 8,6 8,6 13'3 13'3 13'3 13'3 
VII. Apparatuses, instruments 12'4 12.'4 47'0 41'0 SI'S SI'S 

vru, Toys and tires .p'S 42.'5 162'0 314'0 2 0 3'0 396-0 

Average of >-vm=average of C IB'7 20'3 SS'B 94'0 70'4 110'0 

Genetal tarijf level (average of 
Al, B1, C) .21'0 24'6 57'0 78'0 83'0 109'0 
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TABLE AI: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS OF SPAIN 
(Ill % of Prices) 

Group of Goods 1913 1927 1931 

A. Foodstuffs: 
J, CcreaIs and lIour 32'0 32-0 41'0 41'0 99'0 99'0 

It. Livestock n'4 13'4 19'3 28'0 35'0 46'<> 
nL Animal foodstuff. 23"0 35'0 28'7 37'3 45'4 56'0 
IV, Fruit and vegetables 9'4 9'4 9'8 9'8 14'2 14'2 
v, Other foodstuff. IZS'O 125-0 II4'O 125'0 199'0 199'0 

Average of I-V = average of At, 40'0 43'0 42'S 48'0 78'0 83'0 
VL Alcoholic driDks and tobacco 63'0 63'0 76'0 76'0 85'0 851> 

Average of I-VI =average of A' 44'0 46'0 48'0 52'S 79'S 83'0 

B, Semi-manufactured goods: 
L Textiles , , %51> 64'0 33'3 6a'4 40'0 88'0 

n. Timber" paper" C01'k • 7'9 8'3 8'1 6'0 14'4 14'4 
nL Metals 32'0 36,6 70'0 86-0 87'S 98'0 
IV. Chemicsls 16'3 19"2 21'4 24'0 as'3 27'S 
v. MinetaI oiIa 137'0 137'0 133'0 133'" 253'0 253'0 

Average of I-IV = average of Bl ZO'3 32'0 32'2 45'2 41'8 57'0 
Average of I-V =average of B' • 43'4 53'0 53'3 63'0 84'0 96'0 

c. Manufactured goods: 
1. Textiles 45'0 57'3 63'S uS'o 81'S 131-0 
n, Paper 34'0 86'0 57'0 120'0 72'0 152'0 

In. Glut, china, cement 41'S 68'0 59'S 73'0 S7'O 72'0 
IV, Metal goods , 36'4 48's 42'0 50", S6'S ,,'0 
v. Machines 16'2 20'0 21"0 36'0 33'0 46", 

VI, Vehicles , 1'S noS 29'0 43'S 371> SS'O 
vu. Apparatuses, instruments 19'5 19-6 :zo.S 22'0 '2S-o 211> 

vm. Toy" and tires 851> 8S'o 65'0 174'0 17'0 208'0 

Average of I-Ym = average of C 35'7 49'S 44'4 81'0 SS'o 96'0 

General tsriff level (average of 
Al."B.l"C) 32'0 42'0 4°'0 SS-o 58'0 79'0 
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TABLE BI: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS OF GERMANY 
Group of 

1913 1927 
192.1 as 1931 1931 as 

Goods % of 1913 % oft913 

A. Foodstuff. 
1. Cereals, dour tt, 2.I*O 2-5'S (U) 2-5'5 26'3 103 121 tlll}42'O 149'0 535 670 

tt,Livestock c·'1-8 29"6 CCI 38-3 97'0 337 490 38~z 96'0 3Z4 490 
IIL Animal foodstu1H (M) 20"0 20"4 ID' 13'8 16-0 69 7& 19"4 19"1 96 97 
N. Frui~ vegetables • (l91 13'4 IS«) CDl14'7 ZNI IIO 140 Z4'& 44-0 18S 290 
V. Other foodstuff, n·30'8 30-8 (.) 27"0 28-1 8S 93 103'0 1°5'0 334 340 

Average of J-V 
=average of Al 18'6 Z4'3 z4"" 38-0 '30 '56 65'S Sa'S 340 350 

VI.. Alcoholic drinks 
and tobaa:o ltl42~ S7"O t1Gl 37·S 63"0 88 110 104'0 111'0 '93 Z4I 

Avenge of I-VI 
=averqc of AS ",'6 Z9"1 z6', 4Z"O liS '40 72'0 81'0 -3ZO 

B, S ......... nufa<rurtd goods, 
t. Textiles ('11) 6'7 U"1 Ill} 7'3 16·8 '09 '32 12'0 >6'z ISO 206 

n. Timber,paper,cork U.} 18"1 18'7 CM) 18-0 »'& 96 In 18-6 25'1 100 138 
m, Mew. IU) 14'2 .... 3 11n I4'S »,6 102 III 18'S Z9'4 130 14S 
IV. Chemical, • '·'39'6 47"1 15)19'9 25'S So 53'S '·'43"0 4TS 100 109 
v, Mm_oils 

Average of I-IV 
=average of B 19'8 Z4'S 15'0 22'0 76 89 23'0 32'0 rt6 'Z4 

C. MartlI!tJctwed GfHJds 
I. Tatilcs , ("6'3 6'5 CU'tB'6 25'S Z95 390 Z4'I 35'4 380 545 

n. Paper 'I') IS'O ,6"1 t., 12.'6 12"7 
DI. Glass. china, 

76 84 '3'4 14'0 84 89 

cement , (I} 56'0 6>-0 I 6,.., 67'0 I 
IV, MeW goods ~ 

v. Machines . en],S 10"4 3'8 11'2 ,08 ,08 4'1 10,8 x04 "7 
VI. Vehicles (1:)2"6- 6'8 '&'14'3 4015 595 935 "3 z3"1 350 ]60 

VU. Apparatuses, 
insuumenu (10) 13"0 '3-0 (1-n 18'8 19'6 '45 x50 Z4'5 >6.., x88 200 

VIII. Toys aDd tUCI (11'1'9 7"9 IS'8 21'3 200 270 18·6 28'2 235 386 

,A_ofe 8-0 '0"2 21'4 2715 '70 Z75 21'1 29"5 '7S 290 

'GenetoI tariff kvel 
<average of A, I B j C) IS'S 19'8 20"' 29'2 '30 '48 36'9 48'0 '38 Z4I 

2C 
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TABLE Bn: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS OF ITALY 
Groupef 

1913 1927 192.7 as 
1931 1931 as 

Goods %0£ 19.13 % of 'Ill 
A, Foodstuffs 

L Cereals, flour 11125'0 35'0 (8) I9'C ,.,-0 76 77 ,uIU-o 123'0 350 <1/1 
D. Linstock is) 3'7 10-0 I 5'3 14'2 I 

m. Animal foodstuffa (6'14-6 IS'3 uu 33-6 54'6 230 360 54'a 72'0 370 .p 
IV. Fruit, vegetables . It-) 33'3 33'3 13'2 15'8 40 47 17'6 .18'0 53 5 
v. Other foodstuffs . ~., 19'0 19-0 18'0 1.8'0 9S 9S S3-0 53'0 280 .. 

Average of A , 23'0 26-0 17'S 2S'0 76 96 50"4 54'a 210 .. 
B. Semi-mamJfactvred 

Good. 
t. TeIltilCIJ (01 6'3 9'S ru) IO'~ x6'4 161 '7' 16'4 21"S 260 '9 

11. Timber,papu,cork (f) 3'2 3'3 I 3'8 3'8 I 
m, Metals • nil) 18.S 2S (Ulp'Q 54'0 170 215 43'4 69's 230 •• lV. Cbemicalt . fin 7'3 9'9 (10) 16'3 36'4 210 370 n'a 44'6 300 4S v, Mineral olhI (I) 109'0 165"0 I 31&-0 _'0 I 

AvcrageofB 10-8 14" IS'4 277 142 187 ZI'4 36'3 200 24 

C. Manufaetvred 
Gcods 

I, Tatiles 'e) n's 16'3 IT) n'1 25':; 102 ISS 9'7 19'0 84'S 11 
n. Paper ta'n-s 291> I 31'6 39'1 I 
m.Glass,~ 

cement. 161%7"2 33" I 29'0 36-0 I 
lV, Meta1_oh fe, n" 16-4 (ll) 17'4 38'4 '47 234 :11'0 48-0 180 :I'l 
v. Machines. (l1'6-S 7'1 S'8 19'0 13S 270 12'1 23'6 19S 33 

VI, Vehieles 
vu. Apparatuses, 

instrWnenta (T) 3'6 3'7 (9) 9'0 "., 250 342 26'0 41'0 720 no 
vm, Toys and tirea tlll'l 8" (7} 11'2 24'. .U 300 28'3 377 350 4" 
AvengeofC 8'3 10'3 16'4 26'0 198 2SO 22-6 3S-o '70 IS 

General urilf IevcI 
(average of A, B. Cl U'7 15-9 16'4 26'3 130 165 43'3 sz-S 330 ,. 
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TABLE Bm: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS OF SWITZERLAND 

Group of 
1913 192.1 1927 as 1931 

1931 as 
Goods % of 1913 %of 1913 

A. Paotbtuffi 
I. Cereals. flour 18'3'1 23'S 1') 9'1 42" 180 Z46 43'0 88-0 37S u60 

n. Livestock 
Ill. Animal foodstuffs la, 1-6 3'6 CI1I6'9 8'3 '30 430 KO) 18'1 06'4 130 II30 
lV. Frui4 vegetables . en 40'0 40" (1)2)-6 2S'4 59 64 35'7 35'7 B9 B9 
v_Othufoodstulh_ 1.119"1 "'3 Cl' 13',2. 19'0 67 85 .8-0 34-0 142 152 

Average of A1 . 16-0 22"3 13"2 23'1 83 106 31'2 46-0 195 20S 
VI. Alcoholic drinks 

aDd tobacco CIl23'7 297 (1)47'0 83-0 198 280 73'5 98-0 310 330 

Average of AS . 11'7 24"0 20"0 35'6 113 148 40" 50-0 225 '35 

B. S_nufacna.a 
Goods 

t. Textiles , tU) 3-6 6'5 IHIS'S 67 103 155 1"9 9'6 147 DO 
n. Timhttspaper,oozt 
m. Metals 1111"4 5"9 (10),-8 10"3 175 :zoo 12.'3 23'0 390 8So 
lV. Chemicals IU4" 7-4 4-6 9'6 100 130 5'9 12'3 1>5 166 

AvemgeofB 3'9 6-6 4-3 8'9 135 135 9'4 15'0 '30 -C. Manufaetwnd 
Goods 

I. Textiles tU) 3'S 4'3 111)6-8 8-6 
D. Paper 

195 zoo 8'4 Uo! -.So 

m. Glass, china, 
cement. 

IV. Metal goods 1U16-3 16'4 13"0 29"8 ISo - 13'4 31'0 188 .,0 
v. Machines _ IU 2'3 6'5 4'9 10·8 166 ' 2IZ 4'9 9-3 '43 n. 

VI. VdUcles (.) 10'3 10"3 3-0 43'0 -4
'
5 35'4 50"0 34S 485 

vu. Apparatuses, 
instruments uo) S'l 6-7 7'5 8-0 no 147 5'6 5-8 86-5 109 

'mI. Toys and tireI 1'11'4 "0 5-9 6'0 300 - 7"' 7'4 360 515 

A...ageofC - 4'8 77 nO] 17"7 230 235 12'3 17'S '30 '55 

, GenclO! lari/flovd 
(averast= of AI, R. C) 8-0 12'3 9'6 16'8 120 136 11'6 26'2 

.,. 
Z20 
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TABLE BIV: ACTUAL TARIFF LEVELS OF SPAIN 
Group or 

1913 1921 1921 as 1931 193111 
Goods % of 1913 %0£ 191 

A. Foodm4ft No figures available 

B, s-i-mmwfa<Wred 
Goods 

LTestiles Inn'. 47-' 10'4 31"0 65 9' 36-8 .... '3" Y 
n. Timber)p3pu)cork 1';1)6-1 10'0 (8) .13"0 1:5'S 155 '1% 14"7 16-8 168 '" m. M_ 
lV, Chemical> (11)37'0 3&-S Cl.) 2.2·S 26'0 60 67 45'S 49'0 1%3 Eo 

AvorageO£B 18',z ]2'0 IS'3 24" 76 84 32'3 43'7 136 Vi 

C. Mmw/aaured 
Goods 

LTexti1es 
n,Poper 

m. Glass, china, 
cement , (° 19'7 19'7 32"0 32"0 16. ,62 ]6'0 ]6-0 182 It 

IV, Metal goods Cl) 18-0 30'0 28'S 48'5 IS" 160 34-0 5\1'0 188 19 
v • .M.achines • (le, 17'S .. -0 23"0 ]2'6 130 148 27'6 57'S 157 .. 

VI. V chides ~., 12"0 14'8 IT) ,36-" 101"S lOO 680 36'8 95'0 306 64 
vu. Apparatuses" 

instruments (I) 12"0 '2-0 1'11)62'0 62'0 490 520 62'0 62-0 490 52 
vm. Toys and tires (1)33'0 33'0 98'0267'0 295 810 93'0 %36'0 .80 Tl 

Avorage ofC 18'1 22'0 47'0 90'0 250 4'0 48'0 9'-0 'SS 4' 
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LIST OF 144 A-PRICES AND A-GOODS 
(In German Mark or Reichsmark (M. or Rm.» 

(Camp. pp. 49-55 of text) 

Goods Export 
Country Unit 1913 1927 1931 

A. Foodsrujft 
AI M. Rm. Rm. 

Wheat Roumania 100 kilos 14"60 22'50 n'80 
Rye Germany » 14'20 22:-80 S"2O 
Barley Roumania. ,. 10'SO IS"20 6"30 
Oats Germany » 14'10 20-10 14'00 
Maize Roumania » 9"60 13"50 5"45 
Wheat flour Germany » 22'70 23"SO 13'20 
Ryefiour Germany » 17"50 26"80 10'XQ 

An 

Pigs Netherlands {lOO, kilos 48-60 95"00 74"00 
ptece 51 '00 125"00 67"60 

Cattle Denmari: " 368 -00 354'00 276"00 
Horses Denmari: » 88S"00 715"00 347"00 

Am 
Eggs Netherlands 100 kilos 76'00 131"00 1:01'00 

Butter Denmark » 246-00 3SO-GO 244"00 
Cheese Netherlands " 59-00 133"00 102'00 

Bacon or lard . {Denmark " 143-00 190"00 127'00 
Netherlands 

" 76-00 110'00 67"60 
Fresh beef Denmark » 104'00 114"00 88"00 
Fresh pork Netherlands " ,6'00 142'00 88"00 
Tirls of sardines in oil Spain » .121'00 77"00 40"00 

AIv 
POt8ttles . Germany 100 kilos 5"28 10'80 7"IS 
Hops Germany » 363-00 734'00 I67"00 
Tomatoes Italy » g'lO 26'40 22"00 
Cauliflower France » 31"40 29"70 16"30 
Oranges. Spain " 9'75 21-60 8"40 
Raisins " Greece " 31"40 54-00 74"00 
Dried figs Greece » 73-00 32"40 26'20 
Shelled almonds Spain » I86-oo 294-00 88"00 
Apples . France " 28"30 36"20 36"80 
Fresh grspeB France » 40"50 36"60 36"60 
l!esD& Roumania » 174"00 I92-OO 86"00 

Av 
Unrdined sugar Germany IOO kilos 20"50 31"70 II'SO 
Refined sugar • Germany » 25"60 36-00 I4-OO 
Chocolate Switzerland 

" 278"00 324-00 296"00 
Olive oil Spain 

" 
81_ 138-ao 42'00 

Msrgarine Netherlands 
" 135"00 10 5-00 79"So 

Powdered c:ocoa Netherlands » I86"oo 108-00 74"SO 
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Good. Export 
Country Unit 1913 19Z7 193.1 

A, Foodstuffs-Contd. 
AVl M, Rm, Rm. 

Champagne France hectoL 356'00 486'00 47°>()() 
Other wines in casks France 100 kilos 40'50 66'00 64'60 
Liqueurs France 

" 304'00 314'00 252 '00 
Leaf tobacco Greece 

" 158'00 350>00 274'00 

B. Semi-finished Industrial 
Articles 

BI M, Rm. Rm, 
Upper leather (cattle, hone) Germany 100 kilos It40'OO 1780-00 1220'00 
Goat leather Germany 

" 1730'00 4280>()() 2930>()() 
Cotton yam, single, un-

bleached, up to No, So , Great Britain 
" 332'00 3ZI>OO 2Z7'OO 

Cotton yam, single, un-
bleached, over No. so Great Britain 

" 33"00 620>00 405"" 
Raw worsted Great Britain 

" Linen yam, unbleached, up 
454'00 730'00 550-00 

to No, 50 Belgium 
" ,412'00 '64-00 232'00 

Silk yam, undyed FIance 
" 1780'00 4000-00 1980'00 

Raw artificial silk yam France » 1330'00 58.-00 460-00 
Cotton tissues, bleached Great Britain » 346'00 605-00 460'00 
Cotton tissues, printed Germany 

" 396'00 726-00 49"00 
Woollen tissues Germany 

" 856'00 1480-00 1230'00 
BII 

Cellulose, unbleached or 
bleached Sweden 100 kilos 14-60 22'40 17'90 

Wood pulp Finland 
" 3'64 4,80 S'30 

Timber, hewn, soft . Sweden cu.. metre 29'20 S2'4O 37'20 
Planks, soft, not planed Sweden " 39'00 59'00 44'SO 
Cork in sheets Spain 100 kilos 36'40 48'00 17'60 

Bm 
Pjg iron , Germany 100 kilos 6'63 8'18 6,86 
Crude steel Great Britain » 29'2Q 23'20 23'40, 
Rolled iron Pmnce " 10'00 10'40 9'10 
Iron sheets, not worked Prance 

" 
16-00 15-60 13'20' 

Iron wire, rough Germany 
" II'SO 11'85 II'40 

Iron pipes Germany 
" 25'40 33'40 41'80 

Mould iron Germany 
" It'IO 10-80 8,60 

Tinned sheet , Great Britain » 30'00 43'50 34'40 
Copper .heets, not worked Germany 

" 
181-00 'SS"'" II4"OO 

Copper wire, lOugh , Germany 
" '78'00 Isr'OO 112-00 

Zinc sheets, not worked Germany » 57'00 79'00 36'00 
Aluminium sheets . Germany 

" ,l6l'oo 203-00 rss'oo 
Aluminium in blocks Switzerland " 125'00 zoo'oo 167'00 
Rails Germany " n'So 13'30 13"20 



APPENDIX 4"7 

Goods Export Unit 1913 1927 1931 Country 

B. Semi-finished Industrial 
Arricles-Contd. 

BIV M. Rm. RID. 
Potash ults Germany 100 kilos 7-16 6-26 5-70 
Sulphate of ammonia Great Brimin 

" 28"00 20-40 13'20 
Sulphurated ammonia Germany 

" 24-50 20-60 1l'20 
Superphosphates Germany 

" 1-60 7-30 5-35 
Nitrogen from lime • Norway » 20'50 17"00 14-50 
Nitrogen from air Germany 

" n'so 22'SO 21'80 
Sulphate of coppeI _ Great Brimin » 46-00 44-10 37-00 
Aniline dyes Germany 

" 
221"00 537""" 450-00 

OrdinaIy soap _ France 
" 23-50 66-00 49-00 

Non-aioohollc perl"umes France 
" 344-00 577"00 1'5-00 

Medicaments . Germany » 9,8-00 2130-00 2180'00 
Bv 

Refined oil Roumania 100 kilos 6-80 8-25 2-10 
Petrul Roumania 

" 22'80 ,6-80 6-'5 
Benzol - Great Britain hectol_ 20-60 25-40 34-00 

C_ Manufaaured IndrurriaJ 
Goods 

Cl M. Rm. RID_ 
LeatheI shoes _ Germany {IOO~S 982-00 1610-00 1410-00 

paIr 10'50 1-56 
LeatheI gloves Fnmce %00 kilos 9200"00 8800-00 98so-oo 
Fine loather goods Germany » ,080-00 1965"OO 1650-00 
Cotton yarn, prepared fur 

retail ule Great Britain » 755-00 1600-00 135°'00 
Cotton stockings, socks Germany 

" 
926-00 2550-00 2080'00 

Cotton hosiexy md knitted 
goods - Germany 

" 536-00 885-00 95S-00 
Cotton and woollen twts . France » 1250-00 77S-OO USO'CO 
Woollen stockings and socks Germany 

" 1080'00 2S2O'00 %100'00 
woonen hosiexy and knitted 

goods - Germany 
" 

1080-00 2S20-OO 2100'00 
Woollen velvet Germany 

" 744-00 1310'00 II20'OO 
Woollen clothing (women) Germany 

" 1500'00 4280"00 3370-00 
Woollen csrpets " Germany » 423"00 621"00 573"00 
Silk stockings and sow " Fnmce 

" 
108$0-00 18000-00 14000'00 

Silk ~pes and tulles Fnmce 
" 5750"00 8750-00 6000-00 

Artificial silk stockings and 
socks " Germany 

" 3000-00 3130-00 2200-00 
Artificial silk ~pes and tulles _ · Fnmce 

" 5750 -00 4200"00 2680-00 
Silk ribbons · SwiIzerlllIld 

" 4910'00 I9ZO-OO 1540-00 
GaIIoshes Fnmce 

" 
810"00 305-00 260-00 

Fur coats · France 
" I0500'OO 8500-00 8450-00 

C!I 
Pasteboard Germany 100 kilos 20'30 30"80 25"00 
Printing POPe! Germany 

" 
28-60 31-60 23-80 

Pscking POPe! " Germany 
" 31'00 47'60 38-00 
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Good. Export 
CountIy Unit 1913 1927 1931 

C, Manufactured Industrial 
Goods--Conl:d, 

Cm M, Rm. RID, 
Cement , ~y 100 kilos 3'34 3'32 2"94 
Window glass , France 

" 
18,60 36'40 39'00 

Sheet glass, cut Belgium 
" 61'50 64'50 88'00 

Optical glass Germany 
" 2870'00 227°-00 2030'00 

Whitecbina Germany 
" 

91<00 138'00 148'00 
Coloured c:hina France 

" 121'00 370'00 310'00 
CIv 

Iron household utensils Germany 100 kilos II6-oo 135'00 II2"OO 
Iron cutting-implements Germany » 266'00 335'00 296'00 
Fine iron cutting tools Germany » 644'00 918'00 946'00 
Iron radiato.rs _ Germany 

" 41'00 50'00 31'60 
Csst-iron lamps Germany 

" 133'00 123'00 IIO'QC) 
Copper household anicles Germany 

" 462'00 566'00 530'00 
CV 

Looms Great Brlts.in 100 kilos 94'00 157'00 154'00 
SpinDing maChines , Switzerland 

" 145'00 244'00 197'00 
Sewing machines without 

stsnd , Germany 
" 

283'00 546'00 540-00 
Sewing machines with stand Germany 

" 167'00 278'00 334'00 
Hosiery looms Germany » 187-00 323'00 334'00 
Finis-hing te:Ktile machines Germany » 1.0 3-00 180'00 .183'00 
Internal combustion en-

gines, not movable Germany 
" IU'CO 183'00 %70 '00 

Steam engines (power 
machines) Swit2erland 

" 152'00 238-00 260'00 
Dynamos Germany 

" 125'00 197'00 207'00 
Metal working machines Germany » 110'00 184'00 179'00 
Wood working machines Germany » 10S-00 158-00 168'00 
Millins machine. Germany 

" 
112-00 169'00 166-00 

Paper machines - Germany 
" 84-00 131'00 123"00 

Mowing machines - Germany 
" 64'00 65'00 66-00 

CVI 
Locomotives (steam) Germany 100 kilos 101-00 155'00 127'00 

Private cars Germany { " 731'00 485-00 297'00 
piece 9000'00 6120"00 3000'00 

Freight motor-cars France %00 kilos 486'00 '40'00 ')6-00 
CVII 

Telephone app811ltUS Germany 100 kilos 902-00 840'00 1570'00 
Telegraph appara .... Sweden 

" 1330'00 1680'00 1770'00 
Wireless sets Germany 

" 594'00 1190"00 965-00 
Photographic appara .... Germany » 2540-00 4870'00 3930-00 
Metal thread lamps _ Germany " 2120'00 2510-00 2560'00 
Watches (gold csses) Switzerland piece 44'00 67-50 70-00 
Watches (silver ..... ) Switzerland 

" 9'50 16-50 18'00 
Watches (other ..... ) Swiacrland 

" 4'''' S'IO 4-00 
Pianos Germany 

" 625-00 1°30'00 830'00 
Cvm 

Tires France 100 kilos 810'00 580-00 366'00 
Toys Germany » 183'00 25~-OO 220'00 
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INDEX TABLE OF A-PRICES 
(Camp. pp. 54-SS of text) 

1913 = loo, the groUp index atfIOU1Il£d to: 

Group 

A. Foodstuffs 
I. Cereals and flour . 

n. Livestock 
m. Animal foodstufiS 
IV. Fruit and vegetables 
v. Other foodstufiS • 

Average of I-V = average of A 1 

VI. Alcoholic drinks and tobacco . 

Average of I-VI =average of A' 

B. Semi-mam;factured goods 
I. Textiles 

n. Timber, paper, cork 
In. Metals 
IV. Chemicals 
v. Mmetal oils 

Average of I-V =average of B 

C. Mam;factured Industrial 
Goods 

I. Textiles 
Il. Paper 

Ill. Glass, china, cement 
IV. Metal goods 
v. Machines . 

VI. Vehicles • 
VII. Apparatuses, instruments 

VIn. Toys, tires 

Average of I-VIII =average of C 

General price level (average of 
A·, B, C) 

142·5 
92·5 

14°·0 
154·0 
102"0 

106·0 
142·6 

172 .0 
152.0 
112'0 
190 '0. 

8S·ot 

122'0 
138 .0 

91·2 
128·0 
176.0 

66·6 
161-0 
84.0 

120·8 

1931 

67.0 

53.0 

96.5 
59·5 
71.0 

II3·0 
100'0 

87·5 
158·0 • 
29.8 t 

97"6 

102'0 
I08·0 

83-0 
122'0 
177.0 

50-0 
143-0 
59-0 

105.5 

94·0 

• Without medicaments and perfumes as dishomogeneous price 
elements. 

t Without benzol as dishomogeneous price element. 
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TABLE I: EXPORTS OF EUROPEAN STATES, 
1913-34 

(Without coins and bullion; in mt71. currency units) 
For 1913-31 the figures were taken from the official lIade statistics 

and for 1934 from the Statistisch8 Jahrbuch;{iiT das Deuuche Reich, 
1935· 

Country '913 1929 1931 '934 
'93' '934 

as%ofas%of 
1929 1929 

Great Britain 525 729 390 396 45'0 45'5 
Germany 10100 13480 69Qo 4167 71'2 30-8 
France · 6880 50100 30400 17800 60·6 35'5 
Italy -2512 14890 I0210 5130 67'6 34'5 
Belgium • 3635 31900 23100 13500 72'2 42'3 
Swit2erland '375 2104 1350 835 64'3 39'8 
Austria • 2190 1290 855 71'2 39'0 
Czechoslovakia 20500 '3105 7250 63'4 35'3 

Netherlands (3oBS) 1990 '320 710 66'0 35'6 
Denmark 637 1616 1260 II7° 7B'0 72'3 
Sweden • . 817 IS12 II22 1200 62'0 66'2 
Norway . 381 743 460 570 6"6 76'S 
Finland. 399 6380 4400 6150 6S'6 96'S 
Esthonia II7 71 69 6"0 59'0 
Lettland 274 164 85 59'5 31"0 
Lithuania 330 273 147 19'5 44"5 
Poland · 2815 1880 980 67'0 34'9 
Roumsnia 671 29000 22200 13600 - 76'5 47'0 
Hungary 1040 570 278 SS"" 26'7 
Yugoslavia 1920 4800 3820 61'0 48'0 
Bulgaria • 93 6400 5930 2560 92'6 40'0 
Greece · 119 7000 4200 5460 61'0 7S'0 
Spain 1058 2110 961 '450 45'5 68'6 
Portugal. 35 1073 812 912 76'0 85'0 
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TABLE II: GOODS CLASSIFICATION OF EUROPEAN 
EXPORTS, 1913-31 

(Comp. p. II4, tllJte I, of text) 

I = Uvestock, foodstuffs, and liquids. 
Il =Raw materials and semi-manufactured goods. 

III = Industrial manufactured goods. 

In % of Total Exporu the exports of I, H, and III ammmted to: 

1913 I9Z7 1931 
Country I II III I II HI I II III 

Great Britain 6'2 13'3 78'S 7"3 107 79'S 9'1 12."0 15'0 
Germany 10"", 26'3 63'3 4'4 24'1 71'S 4'2 18'9 76'9 
France 12."2- 27'0 60·8 10'2 30'0 59'8 14"1 23'6 62'3 
Italy , 30-0 38'0 32-0 25'3 34'7 40-0 29-0 28-0 43'0 
Belgium 10-0 49'I 38'1 8'5 33'7 51'S 9'4 33'9 56, .. 
Switzerland , 14'6 11"1 74'3 10'9 9'4 79'S II"% II'O 77'8 
Austria • ..,' .. 40'4 32'4 3'2 227 71"1 4'2 20"3 72'8 
Czechoslovakia 14'5 19'6 65'8 87 IS'S 75'S 

Netherlands 58" 18'5 :>3'4 49'3 18'3 30'2 40,6 I9,g 31'6 
Sweden 12-8 63'1 24'1 10'6 52':> 38'3 g,s 43'0 45'1 
Denmark 83'1 n-o 5'3 82-0 6-3 11"7 84-0 5'3 107 
Norway 36'6 S"'S 12'9 :08,6 49'9 21'S 25'4 SI.,. 177 
Finland 14'8 65'3 19'9 8'8 10'4 zo'8 10"1 57'1 33'8 

Poland :08'3 57'8 13'9 3'"'6 42'6 23'8 
Esthonia 37'6 29'Z. 32'8 497 26'6 23'6 
Lettland 23'8 58'0 18'2- 32'6 30'4 37-0· 
Lithuania 31'7 63'S 4'7 10 '7 24'6 4'\1 

Roumania 71'4 21'7 0'9 42'7 55'1 2'2 no data available 
Hungary 68-0 14'0 18'0 57'S 13'7 28'1 
Yugoslavia t 74'1 24"0 1'9 49'3 41'S 9'2 5°'7 42'0 7'3 
Bulgaria 71'S 18'1 10'4 49'3 46'2 4'5 43'7 53'4 "'\I 

Greece 61'3 38-0 0'7 35'3 63'4 1'3 35'3 61'4 2'4 
Spain , 43'8 3"'9 23'3 54'2 2$"1 20'3 67'0 16'4 13'7 
Ponugal 68'0 20"4 11-6 61"z 25'% '3,6 68,6 22'7 8'1 

• Austria, 1913 =figures of Austtia-Hungary in 1913. 
t Yugoslavia, 1913 =Serbia, 1913, • 
Sources: (I) OfficiaJ trade statistics; (2) Memorandum sur le commerce wm--

1JQtiona1~ 1927-29; (3) Statistiquu du ComnuIN:fJ extSrieur, :191,3-32; (4) Gaedicke, 
v. Eynem, Vol, of Tab,.., pp, 18-19, 
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TABLE III: FOREIGN TRADE RELATIONS OF 
EUROPEAN COUNTRIES WITH EUROPE 

(Comp. pp. I9:z....I98 of text and Gaedicke, Vo!. of Text, p. 20) 

In % of Total Exports, goods flJel'e sent to or received from Europe: 

Country 
Exports 

Average Average 
lmpom 

Average Average 
1~13 1925-30 1~13 ,,25-30 

Austria . 81"6 85"' 
Austria-Hungary " . 86"3 14"5 
Belgium-Luxembomg 80":> 10"5 64-8 61"9 
Bulgaria - 93"1 90-4 98-6 93-3 
C.echoslovakia 82-3 67-0 
Denmark 95"5 96-4 83-5 14-3 
Esthonia 91-3 16"9 
Finland 98-0 81"1 99-3 82-0 
France 10-' 64-0 sz-o 45"5 
Germany - 75-5 14-4 51-1 52 -7 
Great Britain 36-4 :>9"9 45"2 39-<l 
Greece 83-0 73"8 95-3 68"3 
Hungary - 94"1 93-1 
Italy _ - 66-6 59-2 69"4 51"1 
Lettland - 967 92"0 
Lithuania _ 98-3 92"5 
Netherlands 14-2 76-4 73-6 64"g 
Norway - 19-8 ","8 89-9 18-8 
Poland-Danzig _ 96-4 71"3 
Portugal . 6X7 66-3 76-3 73":> 
Roumania _ 96-2 89"4 96-0 93'6 
Spain 7X-3 66"3 65-:> 54"9 
Sweden . 87-9 78-0 86-0 76"8 
Swit2eIland 75-0 68"6 86" 73-g 
Yugoslavia • 95"9 98-0 99-7 90"9 

• Yugoslavia, 19x3 =Sexbia, 1913. 
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TABLE IVA: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS IN EUROPE 

A 

Absolute height of potential tariJIleuels in Europe, 1913-31 
(Comp, pp, 102 jf, 1']8 jf, of tat) 

(In % of Prices) 

Country Foodstuffs Semi-manufactured Industrial Manu-
Goods factured Goods 

1913 1927 1931 19I3 1927 1931 1913 1921 1931 

Germany 21'& 27'4 82,S 15'3 14'5 23'4 10'0 19'0 IS'3 
Fnmce 29'2 19'1 53'0 25'3 24'3 31'S 16'3 25,8 29-<> 
IQlly , "'22"0 24'S 66'0 25'0 28,6 49'S 14'6 28'3 41'S 
Belgium 25'S u-S 23'7 1-6 IO'S IS'S 9'5 11·6 13'" 
Switzerland 14'7 21'S 42'2 7'3 n·s 15'2 9'3 17'6 22'0 
Austria t (29'1) 16'5 59'S (20'0) 15'2 20'7 (19'3) 

21'0 27'7 
Czechoslovakia 36'3 S4'0 21'7 '9'5 35'8 36,S 

Sweden , *24" 21'S 39'0 25'3 18'0 18-0 24'S 20'S 23'S 
Finland 49'0 57'S 102'0 IS'S 20" 20'0 37'6 17'8 22'7 
Poland § , 69'4 7''0 110'0 63'S 33'2 40'0 SS'o 55'6 52-0 
Roumania , 34'7 45'6 87'S 30'0 3Z'6 46'3 25'S 48,S 55'0 
Hungary ('9'1) 31'S 60'0 (20'0) .6'S 32'S (19'3) 31'8 42'6 
Yugoslavia 11 31'6 43'7 7S-o 17'Z 24'7 30'S IS-o 28'0 3"S 
Bulgoria 24'7 79'0 133-0 24" 49'S 65-0 19'5 75'0 90'0 
Spain 41'S 45" 80'S 26'0 39'2 49'S 42'S 6"7 75'S 

• This figure calculated without the tariff level of class Av (camp, p, 71 of 
text), 

t Austria, 1913 =Austria-Hungary, 1913, The same for the figures of H_ 
and Czechoslovakia in 1913, * This figure calculated without the tariff level of class AIv (oomp. p, 86 of 
the text), 

§ Poland, 1913 = Russia, 1913. 
11 Yugoslavia, 1913 =Setbia, 1913, 
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TABLE IVA: POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS .IN EUROPE 

B 

Changes in pr ... War and post-War tariff lewIs and tiuty rates 
1913= 100, tariff levels (T) and duty rates (R) amounted to: 

Country Foodstuffs Semi-manufactured Manufactured 
Goods Industrial Goods 

1927 1931 1927 1931 1927 1931 ----. --'- --- -'"- --'- -'"-T R T R T R T R T R T R 

Germany uS 170 380 250 95 145 153 175 190 225 183 195 
Fnmce 65'5 107 180 145 96 125 I25 I25 153 210 178 2IS 
Italy _ 75 137 188 150 U4 180 198 ' .. 0 193 250 286 275 
Belgium 46 90 93 120 138 I 204 I 122 I 137 I 
Switzerland 146 290 288 300 157 225 208 335 189 275 236 275 
Austria • 56-6 87 204 130 76 120 103 120 109 120 143 130 
Czecho-

slovakia _ uS 130 288 160 loB 165 148 170 I8S 220 188 21S 

Sweden 65 100 U7 100 71 75 71 7S 8S 115 96 115 
Finland 117 230 208 260 107 145 106 165 47'5 I 60-5 I 
Poland t 103 155 158 160 52'5 65 63 77 65'5 130 61"0 I25 
Roumania _ 131 290 25" 305 loB 210 153 250 190 415 215 270 
Hungary loB 170 206 170 132 ISo 162 195 165 190 220 200 
Yugoslavia l 138 230 238 260 135 205 180 190 175 160 205 160 
Bulgaria 320 400 540 415 204 275 270 300 385 590 465 590 
Spain 109 195 193 195 ISO 240 190 275 I48 240 177 aso: 

• Austria, I913 =Ausma-Hungary, 
Czechoslovakia, 1913. 

1913. The same for Hungary and. 

t Poland, 1913 =Russis, 1913-* Yugoslavia, 1913 =Serbia, 1913-
I =nOl comparable. 
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TABLE !VB: GENERAL POTENTIAL TARIFF LEVELS 
IN EUROPE, 1913-31 

(Camp, pp, 340--345 of text) 

Absolute Height 1927 1931 
Country as%of as % of 1913 1927 1931 1913 1913 

Germany, 16'7 20'4 40 '7 122·0 244 
France 23'6 23'0 38'0 97'S 160 
Italy 24'8 27'8 48'3 112-0 195 
Belgium '4'2 II~O 17'4 77'S 122 
Switzerland 10'5 16,8 26'4 160'0 252 
Austria· . 

(22'8) 17'5 36'0 77'0 158 
Czechoslovakia t 31'3 50'0 137'0 220 

Sweden 27'6 20"0 26,8 72 'S 97 
Finland 35'0 31'8 4 8'2 91'0 134 
Poland; , 72 'S 53'S 67's 74'0 93 
Roumania 30 '3 42'3 63'0 140'0 207 
Hungary§ (22'8) 30 '0 45'0 131'0 197 
Yugoslavia 11 22.'2 32'0 46'0 144'0 207 
Bulgaria 22,8 67's 96'S 2g6'O 420 
Spain 37'0 49'0 68'S 132'0 185 

• Austria, 1913 =Austria-Hungary, 1913. 
t Czechoslovakia, 1913 =Austria-Hungary, 1913, * Poland, 1913 =Russia, 1913. 
§ Hungary, 1913 =Austria-Hungary, 1913, 
11 Yugoslavia, 1913 =S.rbia, 1913. 
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