
1:; FREE TRADE IN BEING
come «-l,e„ E„g|„„rt „.„„i,, f„|,„^ j,,.,_^^._^,^

c«n»j,lo. B„t i„ ,879 Bis,„„,.ek ,lofi„itcly
comm,tte,, Go„,.„„y to a Protectionist policy!
With tlic support of tl.o agrarian party, whi.i
appears to have abandoue.l Free Trade with
the hr.st appearance of American in,po-te,l
gran, a (ew years earlier. With a brief inter-
lude .luring the Chancellorship „f Count von
^"Vny>, «-o have seen this policy pursue,! with
eon.s,.stent <let. nm.ation, and Protection inten-
sified hy the tariffs of lyo^ and 190«

In France, from the time of the failure in
1880 to renew the Cobden Treaty of 1800
«-e have seen, and ],articular trades in this'
country have suHired from, repeated changes
"' t >c tariir, in particular those embodied
in the tariff of 189" all :„ fi i-

,e » • ,.
"">'-. all m the direction

- restKctmg the imports from England
In America the tariff imposed d„rin„
tte war was recognised as generally neces°
s..ry for revenue purposes, but it was speedily
strengthened for purely Protectionist pui^
poses and the JIcKinley Tariff of 1890 and theDmgley Tarifl' of ,897 were expressions ofa fixed an.I purely nationalistic Protectionist
policy m Its most extreme form.


