Documents on Imperialism

Friedrich Fabri, Does Germany Need Colonies?
Fabri can be seen as a representative German propagandist for imperialism in the 1870s and
1880s. He had served as an inspector of the Barmen Rhine Mission in South West Africa. In
Does Germany Need Colonies? (Bedarf Deutschland der Koloniens?), published in 1879, Fabri
made the case for German expansion. The book became so popular that it ran through numerous
editions in the later nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. How does he try to persuade his
readers that Germany should become a colonial power?
Should not the German nation, so seaworthy, so industrially and commercially minded, more
than other peoples geared to agricultural colonization, and possessing a rich and available supply
of labor, all these to a greater extent than other modern culture-peoples, should not this nation
successfully pave a new path on the road of imperialism? We are convinced beyond doubt that
the colonial question has become a matter of life-or-death for the development of Germany.
Colonies will have a salutary effect on our economic situation as well as on our entire national
progress.
Here is a solution for many of the problems that face us. In this new Reich of ours there is so
much bitterness, so much unfruitful, sour, and poisoned political wrangling, that the opening of a
new, promising road of national effort will act as a kind of liberating influence. Our national
spirit will be renewed, a gratifying thing, a great asset. A people that has been led to a high level
of power can maintain its historical position only as long as it understands and proves itself to be
the bearer of the culture-mission. At the same time, this is the only way to stability and to the
growth of national welfare, the necessary foundation for a lasting expansion of power.
At one time Germany contributed only intellectual and literary activity to the tasks of our
century. That era is now over. As a people we have become politically minded and powerful.
But if political power becomes the primal goal of a nation, it will lead to harshness, even to
barbarism. We must be ready to serve for the ideal, moral, and economic culture-tasks of our
time. The French national-economist, Leroy Beaulieu, closed his work on colonization with
these words: “That nation is the greatest in the world which colonizes most; if she does not
achieve that rank today, she will make it tomorrow.”
No one can deny that in this direction England has by far surpassed all other countries. Much has
been said, even in Germany, during the last few decades about the “disintegrating power of
England.” Indeed, there seems to be something to it when we consider the Palmerston era and
Gladstonian politics. It has been customary in our age of military power to evaluate the strength
of a state in terms of its combat-ready troops. But anyone who looks at the globe and notes the
steadily increasing colonial possessions of Great Britain, how she extracts strength from them,
the skill with which she governs them, how the Anglo-Saxon strain occupies a dominant position
in the overseas territories, he will begin to see the military argument as the reasoning of a
philistine.
The fact is that England tenaciously holds on to its worldwide possessions with scarcely onefourth the manpower of our continental military state. That is not only a great economic
advantage but also a striking proof of the solid power and cultural fiber of England. Great

1

Documents on Imperialism
Britain, of course, isolates herself far from the mass warfare of the continent, or only goes into
action with dependable allies; hence, the insular state has suffered and will suffer no real
damage. In any case, it would be wise for us Germans to learn about colonial skills from our
Anglo-Saxon cousins and to begin a friendly competition with them. When the German Reich
centuries ago stood at the pinnacle of the states of Europe, it was the Number One trade and sea
power. If the New Germany wants to protect its newly won position of power for a long time, it
must heed its Kultur-mission and, above all, delay no longer in the task of renewing the call for
colonies.

Letter from John G. Paton to James Service Urging British
Possession of the New Hebrides (1883)
Paton was a Scot sent as a Presbyterian missionary to the New Hebrides Islands, east of
Australia. In 1889, his autobiography (actually written by his brother from Paton’s notes and
letters) was published. It was extremely popular, appearing in numerous editions, including one
for children. Paton wrote the following letter to the governor-general of Australia in 1883. How
does he justify British expansionism in the Pacific?
The Hon. James Service, Premier
Sir:
For the following reasons we think the British government ought now to take possession of the
New Hebrides group of the South Sea islands, of the Solomon group, and of all the intervening
chain of islands from Fiji to New Guinea.
1. Because she has already taken possession of Fiji in the east, and we hope it will soon be
known authoritatively that she has taken possession of New Guinea at the northwest, adjoining
her Australian possessions, and the islands between complete this chain of islands lying along
the Australian coast. Taking possession of the New Hebrides would not add much to her
expenses, as her governments on Fiji and New Guinea with the visits of her men-of-war passing
through the group of the New Hebrides and intervening islands on their way to New Guinea,
would almost be sufficient for all her requirements on the islands between.
2. The sympathy of the New Hebrides natives are all with Great Britain, hence they long for
British protection, while they fear and hate the French, who appear eager to annex the group,
because they have seen the way the French have treated the native races in New Caledonia, the
Loyalty Islands, and other South Sea islands.
3. Till within the past few months almost all the Europeans on the New Hebrides were British
subjects, who long for British protection.
4. All the men and all the money (over £140,000) used in civilizing and Christianizing the New
Hebrides have been British. Now fourteen missionaries and the Dayspring mission ship, and
about 150 native evangelists and teachers are employed in the above work on this group, in
which over £6000 yearly of British and British-colonial money is expended; and certainly it
would be unwise to let any other power now take possession and reap the fruits of all this British
outlay.
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5. Because the New Hebrides are already a British dependency in this sense-all its imports are
from Sydney and Melbourne and British colonies, and all its exports are also to British colonies.
6. The islands of this group are generally very rich in soil and in tropical products so that if a
possession of Great Britain, and [if] the labour traffic stopped so as to retain what remains of the
native populations on them, they would soon, and for ages to come, become rich sources of
tropical wealth to these colonies, as sugar cane is extensively cultivated on them by every native
of the group, even in his heathen state. For natives they are an industrious, hard-working race,
living in villages and towns, and, like farmers, depending on the cultivation and products of the
ground for their support by their plantations. The islands also grow maize, cotton, coffee,
arrowroot, and spices, etc., and all tropical products could be largely produced on them.
7. Because if any other nation takes possession of them, their excellent and spacious harbors, as
on Efate, so well-supplied with the best fresh water, and their near proximity to Great Britain's
Australasian colonies, would in time of war make them dangerous to British interests and
commerce in the South Seas and her colonies.
8. The thirteen islands of this group on which life and property are now comparatively safe, the
8,000 professed Christians on the group, and all the churches formed among them, are by God's
blessing the fruits of the labours of British missionaries, who, at great toil, expense, and loss of
life, have translated, got printed, and taught the natives to read the Bible in part or in whole in
nine different languages of this group, while 70,000 at least are longing and ready for the gospel.
On this group twenty-one members of the mission families died or were murdered by the savages
in beginning God's work among them, not including good Bishop Peterson, of the Melanesian
mission, and we fear all this good work would be lost if the New Hebrides fall into other than
British hands.
9. Because we see no other way of suppressing the labour traffic in Polynesia, with all its many
evils, as it rapidly depopulates the islands, being attended by much bloodshed, misery, and loss
of life.1 It is an unmitigated evil to the natives, and ruinous to all engaged in it, and to the work
of civilizing and Christianizing the islanders, while all experience proves that all labour laws and
regulations, with government agents and gunboats, cannot prevent such evils, which have always
been the sad accompaniments of all such traffic in men and women in every land, and because
this traffic and its evils are a sad stain on our British glory and Australasian honor, seeing Britain
has done so much to free the slave and suppress slavery in other lands. For the above reasons,
and others that might be given, we sincerely hope and pray that you will do all possible to get
Victoria and the other colonial governments to help and unite in urging Great Britain at once to
take possession of the New Hebrides group. Whether looked at in the interests of humanity, or of
Christianity, or commercially, or politically, surely it is most desirable that they should be at
once British possessions; hence we plead for your judicious and able help, and remain, your
humble servant,
JOHN G. PATON Senior Missionary New Hebrides Mission
1

Unscrupulous men known as “blackbirders” abducted laborers in the South Seas and sold them as slaves to work
in the cotton fields of Fiji and Queensland, the sugar fields of New Caledonia, and the sheep stations of Australia.
3

Documents on Imperialism

Jules Ferry, Speech Before the French National Assembly (1883)
Ferry was a French politician and ardent imperialist, who served twice as prime minister during
the Third Republic, the government that formed in France after the Franco-Prussian War of
1870. During his premierships, France annexed Tunisia and parts of Indochina and began
exploring parts of Africa. In debates in the French National Assembly, he frequently defended
his policies against socialist and conservative critics, who, for different reasons, opposed French
imperialism. The following selection from his speech on July 28, 1883, summarizes his reasons
for supporting French expansionism and also sheds light on his opponents' views.
JULES FERRY Gentlemen, it embarrasses me to make such a prolonged demand upon the
gracious attention of the Chamber, but I believe that the duty I am fulfilling upon this platform is
not a useless one. It is as strenuous for me as for you, but I believe that there is some benefit in
summarizing and condensing, in the form of arguments, the principles, the motives, and the
various interests by which a policy of colonial expansion may be justified; it goes without saying
that I will try to remain reasonable, moderate, and never lose sight of the major continental
interests which are the primary concern of this country. What I wish to say, to support this
proposition, is that in fact, just as in word, the policy of colonial expansion is a political and
economic system; I wish to say that one can relate this system to three orders of ideas: economic
ideas, ideas of civilization in its highest sense, and ideas of politics and patriotism.
In the area of economics, I allow myself to place before you, with the support of some figures,
the considerations which justify a policy of colonial expansion from the point of view of that
need, felt more and more strongly by the industrial populations of Europe and particularly those
of our own rich and hard working country: the need for export markets. Is this some kind of
chimera? Is this a view of the future or is it not rather a pressing need, and, we could say, the cry
of our industrial population? I will formulate only in a general way what each of you, in the
different parts of France, is in a position to confirm. Yes, what is lacking for our great industry,
drawn irrevocably on to the path of exportation by the [free trade] treaties of 1860, what it lacks
more and more is export markets.2 Why? Because next door to us Germany is surrounded by
barriers, because beyond the ocean, the United States of America has become protectionist,
protectionist in the most extreme sense, because not only have these great markets, I will not say
closed but shrunk, and thus become more difficult of access for our industrial products, but also
these great scares are beginning to pour products not seen heretofore into our own markets. It is
not necessary to pursue this demonstration any further….
Gentlemen, there is a second point, a second order of ideas to which I have to give equal
attention, but as quickly as possible, believe me; it is the humanitarian and civilizing side of the
question. On this point the honorable M. Camille Pelletan has jeered in his own refined and
clever manner; he jeers, he condemns, and he says, “What is this civilization which you impose
with cannon-balls? What is it but another form of barbarism? Don't these populations, these
inferior races, have the same rights as you? Aren't they masters of their own houses? Have they
called upon you? You come to them against their will, you offer them violence, but not
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The reference is to a trade treaty between Great Britain and France that lowered tariffs between the two nations.
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civilization.” There, gentlemen, is the thesis I do not hesitate to say that this is not politics, nor is
it history: it is political metaphysics. (“Ah, Ah” on far left.)….
Gentlemen, I must speak from a higher and more truthful plane. It must be stated openly that, in
effect, Superior races have rights over inferior races. (Protesting movement on many benches on
the far left.)
JULES MAIGNE Oh! You dare to say this in the country that has proclaimed the rights of man!
DE GUILLOUTET This is a justification of slavery and the slave trade!
JULES FERRY If M. Maigne is right, if the declaration of the rights of man was written for the
blacks of equatorial Africa, then by what right do you impose regular commerce upon them?
They have not called upon you.
RAOUL DUVAL We do not want to impose anything upon them. It is you who wish to do so!
JULES MAIGNE To propose and to impose are two different things!
GEORGES PERIN In any case, you cannot bring about commerce by force.
JULES FERRY I repeat that superior races have a right, because they have a duty. They have the
duty to civilize inferior races…(Approbation from the left. New interruptions from the extreme
left and from the right.)…
That is what I have to answer M. Pelletan in regard to the second point upon which he touched.
He then touched upon a third, more delicate, more serious point, and upon which I ask your
permission to express myself quite frankly. It is the political side of the question. The honorable
M. Pelletan, who is a distinguished writer, always comes up with remarkably precise
formulations. I will borrow from him the one that he applied the other day to this aspect of
colonial policy.
… “It is a system,” he says, “which consists of seeking out compensations in the Orient with a
Circumspect and peaceful seclusion which is actually imposed upon us in Europe.”
I would like to explain myself in regard to this. I do not like this word “compensation,” and, in
effect, not here but elsewhere it has often been used in a treacherous way. If what is being said
or insinuated is that a republican minister could possibly believe that there are in any part of the
world compensations for the disasters which we have experienced,3 an injury is being
inflicted…and an injury undeserved by that government. (Applause at the center and left.) I will
ward off this injury with all the force of my patriotism! (New applause and bravos from the same
benches.)
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Gentlemen, there are certain considerations which merit the attention of all patriots. The
conditions of naval warfare have been profoundly altered. (“Very true, Very true”)
At this time, as you know, a warship cannot carry more than fourteen days' worth of coal, no
matter how perfectly it is organized, and a ship which is out of coal is a derelict on the surface of
the sea, abandoned to the first person who comes along. Thence the necessity of having on the
oceans provision stations, shelters, ports for defense and revictualing. (Applause at the center
and left. Various interruptions. ) And it is for this that we needed Tunisia, for this that we
needed Saigon and the Mekong Delta, for this that we need Madagascar, that we are at DiegoSuarez and Vohemar4 and will never leave them! (Applause from a great number of benches.)
Gentlemen, in Europe as it is today, in this competition of so many rivals which we see growing
around us some by perfecting their military or maritime forces, others by the prodigious
development of an ever growing population; in a Europe, or rather in a universe of this sort, a
policy of peaceful seclusion or abstention is simply the highway to decadence! Nations are great
in our times only by means of the activities that they develop; it is not simply by the peaceful
shining forth of institutions. (Interruptions and laughter on the left and right) that they are great
at this hour….
As for me, I am astounded to find the monarchist parties becoming indignant over the fact that
the Republic of France is following a policy which does not confine itself to that ideal of
modesty, of reserve, and, if you will allow me the expression, of bread and butter (Interruptions
and laughter on the left) which the representatives of fallen monarchies wish to impose upon
France. (Applause at the center.)….
(The French Republican Party) has shown that it is quite aware that one cannot impose upon
France a political ideal conforming to that of nations like independent Belgium and the Swiss
Republic; that something else is needed for France: that she cannot be merely a free country, that
she must also be a great country, exercising all of her rightful influence over the destiny of
Europe, that she ought to propagate this influence throughout the world and carry everywhere
that she can her language, her customs, her flag, her arms, and her genius. (Applause at center
and left.)

4
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Jules Ferry's Defense of French Imperialism, 1890
This is probably Ferry’s best-known work. In his preface to his book on Tonkin (Indochina)
published in 1890, he defended colonial expansion as international manifestation of the eternal
laws of competition.
Colonial policy is the child of the industrial revolution. For wealthy countries where capital
abounds and accumulates fast, where even agriculture must become mechanized in order to
survive, exports are essential for public prosperity. Both demand for labor and scope for capital
investment depend on the foreign markets. Had it been possible to establish, among the leading
industrial countries, some kind of rational division of production, based on special aptitudes and
natural resources, so that certain of them engaged in, say, cotton and metallurgical manufacture,
while others concentrated on the alcohol and sugar-refining industries, Europe might not have
had to seek markets for its products in other parts of the world. But today every country wants to
do its own spinning and weaving, forging and distilling. So Europe produces, for example, a
surplus of sugar and must try to export it. With the arrival of the latest industrial giants, the
United States and Germany; of Italy, newly resurrected; of Spain, enriched by the investment of
French capital; of enterprising little Switzerland, not to mention Russia waiting in the wings,
Europe has embarked on a competitive course from which she will be unable to turn back.
All over the world, beyond the Vosges, and across the Atlantic, the raising of high tariffs has
resulted in an increasing volume of manufactured goods, the disappearance of traditional
markets, and the appearance of fierce competition. Countries react by raising their own tariff
barriers, but that is not enough... The protectionist system, unless accompanied by a serious
colonial policy, is like a steam engine without a safety valve. An excess of capital invested in
industry not only reduces profits on capital but also arrests the rise of wages. This phenomenon
cuts to the very core of society, engendering passions and countermoves. Social stability in this
industrial age clearly depends on outlets for industrial goods. The beginning of the economic
crisis, with its prolonged, frequent strikes—a crisis which has weighed so heavily on Europe
since 1877—coincided in France, Germany, and England with a marked and persistent drop in
exports Europe is like a commercial firm whose business turnover has been shrinking for a
number of years. The European consumer-goods market is saturated; unless we declare modern
society bankrupt and prepare, at the dawn of the twentieth century, for its liquidation by
revolution (the consequences of which we can scarcely foresee), new consumer markets will
have to be created in other parts of the world... Colonial policy is an international manifestation
of the eternal laws of competition.
Without either compromising the security of the country or sacrificing any of its past traditions
and future aspirations, the Republicans have, in less than ten years, given France four kingdoms
in Asia and Africa. Three of them are linked to us by tradition and treaty. The fourth represents
our contribution to peaceful conquest, the bringing of civilization into the heart of equatorial
Africa. Suppose the Republic had declared, with the doctrinaires of the Radical school, that the
French nation ends at Marseilles. To whom would Tunisia, lndochina, Madagascar, and the
Congo belong today?
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Paul Leroy Beaulieu, Colonialism and Modern Peoples, 1891
Beaulieu was a French economist who published works on a series of topics, including workers’
rights, women’s work in the 19th century and the nature of the modern state. He first published
De la colonisation chez les peuples modernes in 1874; the following passage comes from the
fourth edition of the work in 1891.
It is impossible not to consider imperialism as one of the tasks imposed on the civilized states for
the last four centuries, more particularly in our own age.
The present-day world is composed of four different parts in terms of types of civilization. That
of Western civilization—our own part. A second part [is] inhabited by people of a different
civilization, but organized in compact, coherent and stable societies and destined by their history
and present character to govern themselves—the Chinese and Japanese peoples for example. In
the third part live peoples advanced enough in some respects, but ones that either stagnated or
had not been able to constitute themselves as unified, peaceful, progressive nations, following a
regular development.... India ... before the British conquest, Java, and the Indochinese peninsula
represent particularly this third type.
Finally, a great part of the world is inhabited by barbarian tribes or savages, some given over to
wars without end and to brutal customs, and others knowing so little of the arts and being so little
accustomed to work and to invention that they do not know how to exploit their land and its
natural riches. They live in little groups, impoverished and scattered, in enormous territories that
could nourish vast numbers of people with ease. This state of the world implies for the civilized
people a right of intervention ... in the affairs of the peoples of the last two categories.
It is neither natural nor just for the civilized people of the West to be cooped up indefinitely and
jammed into the restricted spaces that were their first home. Nor is it natural and just that they
there accumulate the marvels of science, the arts and civilization, that they see the rate of interest
fall more each day for lack of good investment opportunities, while they leave perhaps half the
world to little groups of ignorant, ineffectual men who are like feeble children…or to exhausted
populations, without energy, without direction, who may be compared to old men . . .
Imperialism is often confused with commerce or with the opening of commercial markets....
Imperialism means something quite different from the sale or purchase of commodities. It entails
a profound action on a people and a territory, providing the inhabitants with some education and
regular justice, teaching them the division of labour and the uses of capital when they are
ignorant of these things. It opens an area not only to the merchandise of the mother country, but
to its capital and its savings, to its engineers, to its overseers, to its emigrants…Such a
transformation of a barbarian country cannot be accomplished by simple commercial relations.
Imperialism is thus the systematic action of an organized people upon another people whose
organization is defective, and it presupposes that it is the state itself, and not only some
individuals, which is responsible for the mission....
Colonization by capital is a very important phenomenon.... European capitalists—and by this
word we mean not only a banker, but every person putting aside a little money, a modest
employee, a peasant, a worker, a spinster or a widow—can work effectively at colonization, the
exploitation of the globe, without leaving their firesides... All they need do is place their savings
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in an industrial enterprise that constructs railroads, digs canals, erects factories, clears the land in
the young countries. In putting their savings to this use, the inhabitants of the old world are not in
any way delinquent in their duty to their home country. The countries where civilization is old,
like England or France, are enormous producers of capital, and the difficulties in employing their
colossal annual savings remuneratively in their own lands becomes great. Of course, the
substantial funds of the old countries can always be put into industrial, agricultural or social
improvements [in the home country]; but the export of a part of these funds across the seas to the
adolescent countries, is much more productive for the entire human race. The same capital that
will produce 3 or 4 per cent when invested in agriculture in France brings 10, 15, or 20 per cent
in an agricultural enterprise in the United States, in Canada, on the Plata River [i.e., along the
River Plate outlet bordering Argentina and Uruguay] in Australia, or in New Zealand. It is the
same for funds put into building railroads.... in general terms, the old countries thus are
becoming investors to which the rest of the world offers growing profit . . .
The great value of colonies ... is not only that they serve to catch the overflow population of the
mother country, nor even that they open a particularly reliable area of investment for excess
capital, it is also that they give a sharp stimulus to the commerce of the country, that they
strengthen and support its industry and furnish to its inhabitants - industrialists, workers,
consumers - a growth of profits, of wages, or of interest). But.... these advantages resulting from
the prosperity of the colonies, are not limited just to the mother countries; they extend to all the
countries of the old world [i.e., Europe] and in fact there is not a nation which does not derive a
real benefit from this increase in the productivity of humanity.... Imperialism has caused the
opening of new sources of production…It is thus that unknown products have been brought to
the consumers of Europe to increase their comfort… That is the first and incontestable result of
imperialism. And this is the second: It is to open the new markets for the sale of products
manufactured in Europe, markets more profitable and more expandable than those we have been
limited to previously, because the new societies have an ability to grow and to create and
accumulate riches infinitely greater than the old societies. Thus trade is stimulated and extended,
the division of labour is augmented; industry having before it wider openings can and must
produce more and such production on a greater scale calls for new improvements and new
advances. .
The advantages of which we have been speaking so far are general and apply not only to the
mother countries, but to all the civilized countries, even those without colonies.... [But] it appears
to us incontestable that the home countries gain a special advantage from their own colonies:
first, it is the capital of the citizens of the mother country which is sent there, and in this more
productive field it is assured of higher interest, which improves the fortunes of the investors, of
which a good number without doubt remain in the mother country. Further, the community of
language, habits, and traditions, gives an advantage to the home country over all foreign nations
even in free trade with the colonies. The colonists retain for a long time the tastes of the mother
country.... [and] their relations with her have a degree of intimacy that she rarely has with other
nations....
It is extremely rare that a colony furnishes a net revenue to the mother country: in infancy it is
not able, in maturity it does not want to.... Inasmuch as a colony must be administered by
functionaries, and defended by soldiers and sailors, drawn from the mother country, it is
probable that the mother country will be out of pocket a considerable sum....
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Thus it is a great illusion to found colonies in the hopes of revenue: But on the other hand, the
costs of colonies to the metropole [the mother country] have been singularly exaggerated by the
adversaries of colonization....
The English colonies today cost the country nothing, on the whole at least.... Today only her
possessions in South Africa require at one time or another substantial expenses.... In the not too
distant future, perhaps 15 or 20 years, one can hope that the English colonies of Africa ... no
longer will be a charge on the budget even in the least measure.... And after all, what are the few
hundred thousand pounds which Great Britain actually pays for the upkeep of colonies as against
the immense material and moral advantages that they procure for her?

The Berlin Conference: The General Act of February 26, 1885
The Berlin Conference was intended to resolve contending claims and provide for a more
orderly ‘carving up’ of the African continent by European powers. The Conference met at Berlin
from November 1884 through February 1885 and resulted in the following agreement, The
Berlin Act of 1885. It was attended by representatives of Great Britain, Austria-Hungary,
France, Germany, Russia, U.S.A., Portugal, Denmark, Spain, Italy, the Netherlands, Sweden,
Belgium, and Turkey. Participants were particularly interested in the Congo region (modern
Zaire) upon which King Leopold II of Belgium had set his sights and which later proved to be a
lucrative source of rubber. The old colonial nation of Portugal, with African interests in Angola
and Mozambique since the sixteenth-century saw the Congo as its historical sphere of influence,
while other European countries, especially England, France, and Germany competed for other
parts of the central regions of Africa, hitherto little explored by Europeans.
The Act allotted “spheres of influence” to the relevant powers and established the Congo basin
as the Congo Free State under the sovereignty of Leopold II in his personal capacity as head
(and chief financial backer) of the private International Congo Association. Some of the main
provisions of the Act are as follows; note in particular the doctrine of “effective occupation” as
prescribed in Art. XXXV.
Chap. I [relating to the Congo River Basin and adjacent territories]
I. The trade of all nations shall enjoy complete freedom
II. All flags, without distinction of nationality, shall have free access to the whole of the coastline
of the territories…
III. Goods of whatever origin, imported into these regions, under whatsoever flag, by sea or
river, or overland, shall be subject to no other taxes than such as may be levied as fair
compensation for expenditure in the interests of trade…
IV. Merchandise imported into these regions shall remain free from import and transit duties
[subject to review after 20 years]
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V. No power which exercises or shall exercise sovereign rights in the regions shall be allowed to
grant therein a monopoly or favor of any kind in matters of trade...
VI. All the powers exercising sovereign rights or influence in the aforesaid territories bind
themselves to watch over the preservation of the native tribes, and to care for the improvement of
the conditions of their moral and material well-being and to help in suppressing slavery, and
especially the Slave Trade. They shall, without distinction of creed or nation, protect and favor
all religious, scientific, or charitable institutions and undertakings created and organized for the
above ends, or which aim at instructing the natives and bringing home to them the blessings of
civilization. Christian missionaries, scientists, and explorers, with their followers, property, and
collections, shall likewise be the objects of especial protection. Freedom of conscience and
religious toleration are expressly guaranteed to the natives, no less than to subjects and to
foreigners…
Chap. II Documents relative to the Slave Trade
IX. The Powers which do or shall exercise sovereign rights or influence in the territories forming
the basin of the Congo declare that these territories may not serve as a market or means of transit
for the trade in slaves, of whatever race they may be. Each of the Powers binds itself to employ
all the means at its disposal for putting an end to this trade and for punishing those who engage
in it.
Chap. IV Act of Navigation for the Congo
XIII. The navigation of the Congo, without excepting any of its branches or outlets, is, and shall
remain, free for the merchant ships of all nations equally . . . the subjects and flags of all nations
shall in all respects be treated on a footing of perfect equality . . . no exclusive privilege of
navigation will be conceded to Companies, Corporations, or private persons whatsoever . . .
Chap. V Act of Navigation for the Niger.
XXVI. The navigation of the (River) Niger, without excepting any of its branches and outlets, is
and shall remain entirely free for the merchant ships of all nations equally . . .[both Britain and
France which had parts of the region of the Niger under protectorate status also undertook to
apply the principle of free trade in their territories]
Chap. VI [Regarding new occupations on the coasts of Africa]
XXXIV. Any power which henceforth takes possession of a tract of land on the coasts of the
African Continent outside of its present possessions, or which, being hitherto without such
possessions, shall acquire them and assume a protectorate. . . shall accompany either act with a
notification thereof, addressed to the other Signatory Powers of the present Act, in order to
enable them to protest against the same if there exists any grounds for their doing so.
XXXV. The Signatory Powers of the present Act recognize the obligation to insure the
establishment of authority in the regions occupied by them on the coasts of the African Continent
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sufficient to protect existing rights, and, as the case may be, freedom of trade and of transit under
the conditions agreed upon.
XXXVII. The Powers signatory to the present general Act reserve to themselves the right of
eventually, by mutual agreement, introducing therein modifications or improvements the utility
of which has been shown by experience......
Done at Berlin, the 26th day of February 1885.

Germany Awake! (1890)
Germany Awake! (Newspaper Advertisement), June 24, 1890:
The diplomacy of the English works swiftly and secretly. What they created burst in the
face of the astonished world on June 18th like a bomb—the German-English African Treaty.
With one stroke of the pen—the hope of a great German colonial empire was ruined! Shall this
treaty really be? No, no and again no! The German people must arise as one and declare that this
treaty is unacceptable!....The treaty with England harms our interests and wounds our honor; this
time it dares not become a reality! We are ready at the call of our Kaiser to step into the ranks
and allow ourselves dumbly and obediently to be led against the enemy's shots, but we may also
demand in exchange that the reward come to us which is worth the sacrifice, and this reward is:
that we shall be a conquering people which takes its portion of the world itself! Deutschland
wach auf!
Letter of Dr. Hugenberg, August 1, 1890
There are also still larger territories—one need only think of Central Sudan, the natural
hinterland of the Cameroons, the fate of which has not as yet been settled by any treaty. He who
seizes these territories quickest and holds fast the most tenaciously will possess them. Does not
everything, and especially the slowness with which the German government moves to assert
itself in colonial affairs, point to the fact that our fatherland, be it from one side or the other, will
not be spared a new war if it wishes only to maintain the position that it won in 1870? The
official memoir that has just appeared concerning the motives of the Anglo-German treaty,
leaves no doubt but that a certain indifference to colonial expansion exists in official places. In a
tone of contempt it has been said “the period of hissing the flag and shooting at the treaty must
now be ended!” Similar reverses can be prevented in the future only if foreign countries deal
with a sensitive German nationalism!
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Joseph Chamberlain speaking to Birmingham workers (1893)
Chamberlain (1836-1914), an aggressive and highly successful Birmingham manufacturer and
an outspoken champion of British imperialism, was convinced that the “British Empire is
commerce.” British workingmen could have employment, only if there were a market for the
products they made; British colonies would provide that market... In the following speech
Chamberlain made his views known to a Birmingham audience composed mostly of
manufacturers and workingmen. How does he try to appeal to them?
We must look this matter in the face, and must recognize that in order that we may have more
employment to give we must create more demand [hear, hear]. Give me the demand for more
goods and then I will undertake to give plenty of employment in making the goods; and the only
thing, in my opinion, that the government can do in order to meet this great difficulty that we are
considering, is so to arrange its policy that every inducement shall be given to the demand; that
new markets shall be created, and that old markets shall be effectively developed [cheers].
You are aware that some of my opponents please themselves occasionally by finding names for
me [laughter], and among other names lately they have been calling me a Jingo [laughter] I am
no more a Jingo than you are [hear, hear]. But for the reasons and arguments I have put before
you tonight I am convinced that it is a necessity as well as a duty for us to uphold the dominion
and empire that we now possess [loud cheers]. For these reasons, among others, I would never
lose the hold which we now have over our great Indian dependency [hear, hear], by far the
greatest and most valuable of all the customers we have or ever shall have in this country. For
the same reasons I approve of the continued occupation of Egypt, and for the same reasons I
have urged upon this government, and upon previous governments, the necessity for using every
legitimate opportunity to extend our influence and control in that great African continent which
is now being opened up to civilization and to commerce; and, lastly, it is for the same reasons
that I hold that our navy should be strengthened [loud cheers] until its supremacy is so assured
that we cannot be shaken in any of the possessions which we hold or may hold hereafter.
Believe me, if in any one of the places to which I have referred any change took place that
deprived us of that control and influence of which I have been speaking, the first to suffer would
be the workingmen of this country. Then, indeed, we should see a distress that would not be
temporary, but which would be chronic, and we should find that England was entirely unable to
support the enormous population that is now maintained by the aid of her foreign trade. If the
workingmen of this country understand their own interests, they will never lend any countenance
to the doctrines of those politicians who never lose an opportunity of pouring contempt and
abuse upon the brave Englishmen, who, even at this moment, in all parts of the world are carving
out new dominions for Britain, and are opening up fresh markets for British commerce and
laying out fresh fields for British labor [applause]. If the “Little Englanders” had their way, not
only would they refrain from taking the legitimate opportunities which offer for extending the
empire and for securing for us new markets, but I doubt whether they would even take the pains
which are necessary to preserve the great heritage which has come down to us from our ancestors
[applause].
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When you are told that the British pioneers of civilization in Africa are filibusters, and when you
are asked to call them back, and to leave this great continent to the barbarism and superstition in
which it has been steeped for centuries, or to hand over to foreign countries the duty which you
are unwilling to undertake, I ask you to consider what would have happened if, one hundred and
fifty years ago, your ancestors had taken similar views of their responsibility? Where would be
the empire on which now your livelihood depends? We should have been the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Ireland but those vast dependencies, those hundreds of millions with whom we
keep up a mutually beneficial relationship and commerce would have been the subjects of other
nations, who would not have been slow to profit by our neglect of opportunities and obligations
[applause]....

Chamberlain to the Royal Colonial Institute (March 31, 1897)
The year 1897 witnessed the Diamond Jubilee of Queen Victoria's assumption of the throne of
England in 1837. Unlike the Jubilee of a decade earlier, the tone of self- confidence and imperial
self-congratulation evident in 1887 was noticeably absent on this occasion. The darker side of
imperialism had been exposed in the aggressive inroads of French, British, and German
intruders against the native peoples. In West Africa, the British occupied the territory of the
Ashanti whose king, Prempeh of Kumasi, was creating difficulties for the extension of British
trade. In 1893, the British South Africa Company had attacked King Lobengula and his
Matabele warriors, used Maxim guns and other weaponry to force the King to flee, massacring
his people, and occupying his territory. Moreover, Germany's insistence on her 'place in the
sun' as well as the rapid advance of the U.S. as an industrial giant seemed to diminish the
hitherto dominant role played by Britain in world affairs.
In 1895, Chamberlain took over the head of the Colonial office, and tried to reassert the idea of
empire more forcefully. This speech, “The True Conception of Empire” was delivered to the
annual meeting of the Royal Colonial Institute. Compare the arguments he makes here to those
he used to the Birmingham workers.
I have now the honor to propose to you the toast of “Prosperity to the Royal Colonial Institute.”
The institute was founded in 1868, almost exactly a generation ago, and I confess that I admire
the faith of its promoters, who, in a time not altogether favorable to their opinions, sowed the
seed of Imperial patriotism...
It seems to me that there are three distinct stages in our Imperial history. We began to be, and
we ultimately became a great Imperial power in the eighteenth century, but during the greater
part of that time, the colonies were regarded, not only by us, but by every European power that
possessed them, as possessions valuable in proportion to the pecuniary advantage which they
brought to the mother country, which, under that order of ideas, was not truly a mother at all, but
appeared rather in the light of a grasping and absentee landlord desiring to take from his tenants
the utmost rents he could exact. The colonies were valued and maintained because it was thought
they would be a source of profit—of direct profit—to the mother country. That was the first
stage, and when we were rudely awakened by the War of Independence in America from this
dream that colonies could be held for our profit alone, the second chapter was entered upon, and
public opinion seems then to have drifted to the opposite extreme; and because the colonies were
no longer a source of revenue, it seems to have been believed and argued by many people that
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their separation from us was only a matter of time, and that that separation should be desired and
encouraged lest haply they might prove an encumbrance and a source of weakness.
It was while these views were still entertained, while the little Englanders were in their full
career, that this institute was founded to protest against doctrines so injurious to our interests and
so derogatory to our honor; and I rejoice that what was then, as it were, “a voice crying in the
wilderness” is now the expressed and determined will of the overwhelming majority of the
British people. Partly by the efforts of this institute and similar organizations, partly by the
writings of such men as Froude and Seeley [English historians and apostles of imperialist
expansion], but mainly by the instinctive good sense and patriotism of the people at large, we
have now reached the third stage in our history, and the true conception of our Empire.
What is that conception? As regards the self-governing colonies we no longer talk of them as
dependencies. The sense of possession has given place to the sense of kinship. We think and
speak of them as part of ourselves, as part of the British Empire, united to us, although they may
be dispersed throughout the world, by ties of kindred, of religion, of history, and of language,
and joined to us by the seas that formerly seemed to divide us. But the British Empire is not
confined to the self-governing colonies and the United Kingdom. It includes a much greater area,
a much more numerous population in tropical climes, where no considerable European
settlement is possible, and where the native population must always outnumber the white
inhabitants; and in these cases also the same change has come over the Imperial idea. Here also
the sense of possession has given place to a different sentiment—the sense of obligation. We
feel now that our rule over these territories can only be justified if we can show that it adds to the
happiness and prosperity of the people, and I maintain that our rule does, and has, brought
security and peace and comparative prosperity to countries that never knew these blessings
before.
In carrying out this work of civilization we are fulfilling what I believe to be our national
mission, and we are finding scope for the exercise of those faculties and qualities that have made
of us a great governing race. I do not say that our success has been perfect in every case, I do not
say that all our methods have been beyond reproach; but I do say that in almost every instance in
which the rule of the Queen has been established and the great Pax Britannica has been enforced,
there has come with it greater security to life and property, and a material improvement in the
condition of the bulk of the population. No doubt, in the first instance, when those conquests
have been made, there has been bloodshed, there has been loss of life among the native
populations, loss of still more precious lives among those who have been sent out to bring these
countries into some kind of disciplined order, but it must be remembered that that is the
condition of the mission we have to fulfill.
There are, of course, among us—there always are among us, I think—a very small minority of
men who are ready to be the advocates of the most detestable tyrants, provided their skin is
black—men who sympathize with the sorrows of Prempeh and Lobengula, and who denounce as
murderers those of their countrymen who have gone forth at the command of the Queen, and
who have redeemed districts as large as Europe from the barbarism and the superstition in which
they had been steeped for centuries. I remember a picture by Mr. (Frederick) Selous [a famous
African hunter and explorer] of a philanthropist—an imaginary philanthropist, I will hope—
sitting cozily by his fireside and denouncing the methods by which British civilization was
promoted. This philanthropist complained of the use of Maxim guns and other instruments of
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warfare, and asked why we could not proceed by more conciliatory methods, and why the impis
[native soldiers] of Lobengula could not be brought before a magistrate, and fined five shillings
and bound over to keep the peace. No doubt there is humorous exaggeration in this picture, but
there is gross exaggeration in the frame of mind against which it is directed. You cannot have
omelets without breaking eggs; you cannot destroy the practices of barbarism, of slavery, of
superstition, which for centuries have desolated the interior of Africa, without the use of force;
but if you will fairly contrast the gain to humanity with the price which we are bound to pay for
it, I think you may well rejoice in the result of such expeditions as those which have recently
been conducted with such signal success in [West and East Africa]; expeditions which may have,
and indeed have, cost valuable lives, but as to which we may rest assured that for one life lost a
hundred will be gained, and the cause of civilization and the prosperity of the people will in the
long run be eminently advanced. But no doubt such a state of things, such a mission as I have
described, involves heavy responsibility… and it is a gigantic task that we have undertaken when
we have determined to wield the scepter of empire. Great is the task, great is the responsibility,
but great is the honor; and I am convinced that the conscience and spirit of the country will rise
to the height of its obligations, and that we shall have the strength to fulfill the mission that our
history and our national character have imposed upon us.
…It seems to me that the tendency of the time is to throw all power into the hands of the greater
empires, and the minor kingdoms—those which are non-progressive—seem to be destined to fall
into a secondary and subordinate place. But, if Greater Britain remains united, no empire in the
world can ever surpass it in area, in population, in wealth, or in the diversity of its resources....
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Martini, Concerning Africa (1897)
Ferdinando Martini was a well-known author, playwright, theater producer, and governor of the
Italian colony of Eritrea from 1897 to 1900. Cose affricane (Concerning Africa) was written in
the wake of the Italian defeat by Ethiopia when Italians attempted, and failed, to seize the nation.
Italy has 108 inhabitants per square kilometer; France has only 73. In proportion to its territory,
only three countries in Europe surpass Italy in population density: Belgium, Holland, and Great
Britain. If we continue at this rate, Italy will soon take the lead: in the decade of 1871-1881, the
birth rate exceeded the death rate by seven percent, and in the following year, by eleven percent.
Every year, 100,000 farmers and agricultural laborers emigrate from Italy. In spite of this
immense exodus, the country witnesses its place in the family of civilized people growing
smaller and smaller as it looks on with fear for its political and economic future. In fact, during
the last eighty years the English-speaking population throughout the world has risen from 22 to
90 million; the Russian speaking population from 50 to 70; and so forth, down to the Spanish
population who were 18 million and are now 39. On the other hand, the Italian-speaking
population has only increased from 20 to 31 million, and most of this growth has taken place
within Italy’s own geographic borders. This is not very surprising. At first, our emigrants were
spreading Italy’s name, language, and prestige in foreign countries, but since all, or nearly all, of
them went to highly developed areas, their sons and grandsons were surrounded and attracted to
the life of the vigorous people of the nations giving them hospitality, and ended up by forgetting
the language of their fathers and forefathers. Now they merely increase the population of other
nations, like branches that are granted on a plant of a different species…
Realizing that our stubbornness and our mistakes have cost us so much in the past and continue
to cost us today, I believe that, even leaving aside all other considerations and taking into
account only expenditures and the chances of success, it is less secure and more expensive to
endeavor to cultivate three million hectares of barren land in Italy than to insure the prosperity of
a large agricultural colony in Eritrea…
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Steevens on the Sudan, (1898)
In 1884, General Charles Gordon was sent by the British government to suppress a
rebellion in the Sudan that threatened the stability of Egypt, which had become a colony of
Britain. He was surrounded at the city of Khartoum (sometimes spelled Khartum), and his
troops were wiped out in January 1895 before relief forces could reach them. When General
Kitchener was sent to avenge Gordon and smash the rebellion, Steveens went along as a war
correspondent for London’s Daily Mail. His dispatches were read avidly throughout Great
Britain (the telegraph meant that his reports reached home quickly), and were later collected
into a book, With Kitchener to Khartum (1898).
Many of the heroes of empire—in this case, General ‘Chinese’ Gordon standing against
“Muslim fanatics” in Karthoum in 1885, but also Lord Roberts leading the relief party in May
1900 to free Robert Baden-Powell from the Siege of Mafeking in the Boer war, etc.—were
products of transformed print media and popular culture. The following selection, however,
also gives some sense of the cost of imperialism—to Britain.
The curtain comes down; the tragedy of the Sudan is played out. Sixteen years of toilsome
failure, of toilsome, slow success, and at the end we have fought our way triumphantly to the
point where we began.
It has cost us much, and it has profited us—how little? It would be hard to count the money,
impossible to measure the blood. Blood goes by quality as well as quantity; who can tell what
future deeds we lost when we lost Gordon…? By shot and steel, by sunstroke and pestilence, by
sheer wear of work, the Sudan has eaten up our best by hundreds. Of the men who escaped with
their lives, hundreds more will bear the mark of its fangs till they die; hardly one of them but will
die the sooner for the Sudan. And what have we to show in return?
At first you think we have nothing; then you think again, and see we have very much. We have
gained precious national self-respect. We wished to keep our hands clear of the Sudan; we were
drawn unwillingly to meddle with it; we blundered when we suffered Gordon to go out; we
fiddled and failed when we tried to bring him back. We were humiliated and we were out of
pocket; we had embarked in a foolish venture, and it had turned out even worse than anybody
had foreseen. Now this was surely the very point where a nation of shopkeepers should have cut
its losses and turned to better business elsewhere. If we were the sordid counter jumpers that
Frenchmen try to think us, we should have ruled a red line, and thought no more of a worthless
land, bottomless for our gold, thirsty for our blood. We did nothing such. W e tried to; but our
dogged fighting dander would not let us. We could not sit down till the defeat was redeemed.
We gave more money; we gave the lives of men we loved-and we conquered the Sudan again.
Now we can permit ourselves to think of it in peace.
The vindication of our self-respect was the great treasure we won at Khartum, and it was worth
the price we paid for it. Most people will hardly persuade themselves there is not something else
thrown in. The trade of the Sudan? For now and for many years you may leave that out of the
account. The Sudan is a desert, and a depopulated desert. Northward of Khartum it is a
wilderness; southward it is a devastation. It was always a poor country and it always must be.
Slaves and ivory were its wealth in the old time, but now ivory is all but exterminated, and slaves
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must be sold no more. Gumarabic and ostrich feathers and Dongola dates will hardly buy cotton
stuffs enough for Lancashire to feel the difference....
It will recover—with time, no doubt, but it will recover. Only, meanwhile, it will want some
tending. There is not likely to be much trouble in the way of fighting: in the present weariness of
slaughter the people will be but too glad to sit down under any decent Government. There is no
reason-unless it be complications with outside Powers, like France or Abyssinia-why the old
Egyptian empire should not be reoccupied up to the Albert Nyanza and Western Darfur. But if
this is done—and done it surely should be—two things must be remembered. First, it must be
militarily administered for many years to come, and that by British men. Take the native
Egyptian official even today. No words can express his ineptitude, his laziness, his helplessness,
his dread of responsibility, his maddening red-tape formalism. His panacea in every unexpected
case is the same. “It must be put in writing; I must ask for instructions.” He is no longer corruptat least, no longer so corrupt as he was-but he would be if he dared. The native officer is better
than the civilian official; but even with him it is the exception to find a man both capable and
incorruptible. To put Egyptians, corrupt, lazy, timid, often rank cowards, to rule the Sudan,
would be to invite another Mahdi as soon as the country had grown up enough to make him
formidable.
The Sudan must be ruled by military law strong enough to be feared, administered by British
officers just enough to be respected. For the second point, it must not be expected that it will pay
until many years have passed. The cost of a military administration would not be very great, but
it must be considered money out of pocket…
Well, then, if Egypt is not to get good places for her people, and is to be out of pocket for
administration—how much does Egypt profit by the fall of Abdullahi and the reconquest of the
Sudan? Much. Inestimably. For as the master-gain of England is the vindication of her selfrespect, so the master and Public gain of Egypt is the assurance of her security. As long as
dervish raiders loomed on the horizon of her frontier, Egypt was only half a State. She lived on a
perpetual war-footing….
Without us there would have been no Egypt today; what we made we shall keep. That is our
double gain—the vindication of our own honour and the vindication of our right to go on making
Egypt a country fit to live in. Egypt's gain is her existence today. The world's gain is the
downfall of the worst tyranny in the world, and the acquisition of a limited opportunity for open
trade. The Sudan's gain is immunity from rape and torture and every extreme of misery.
The poor Sudan! The wretched, dry Sudan! Count up all the gains you will, yet what a hideous
irony it remains, this fight of half a generation for such an emptiness. People talk of the Sudan as
the East; it is not the East. The East has age and colour; the Sudan has no colour and no age-just
a monotone of squalid barbarism. It is not a country; it has nothing that makes a country. Some
brutish institutions it has, and some bloodthirsty chivalry. But it is not a country: it has neither
nationality, nor history, nor arts, nor even natural features. Just the Nile—the niggard Nile
refusing himself to the desert—and for the rest there is absolutely nothing to look at in the
Sudan. Nothing grows green. . .
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Kipling's White Man's Burden (1899)
Rudyard Kipling was one of most popular British writers of the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries, known especially for Jungle Book and Kim. Kipling won the Noble Prize for
Literature in 1907 He published this in McClure's Magazine in February of 1899, at a pivotal
moment for the Spanish-American war as well as for European imperialism. Do you think it is a
pro- or anti-imperial poem? Why?
Take up the White Man's burden-Send forth the best ye breed-Go, bind your sons to exile
To serve your captives' need;
To wait, in heavy harness,
On fluttered folk and wild-Your new-caught sullen peoples,
Half devil and half child.
Take up the White Man's burden-In patience to abide,
To veil the threat of terror
And check the show of pride;
By open speech and simple,
An hundred times made plain,
To seek another's profit
And work another's gain.
Take up the White Man's burden-The savage wars of peace-Fill full the mouth of Famine,
And bid the sickness cease;
And when your goal is nearest
(The end for others sought)
Watch sloth and heathen folly
Bring all your hope to nought.
Take up the White Man's burden-No iron rule of kings,
But toil of serf and sweeper-The tale of common things.
The ports ye shall not enter,
The roads ye shall not tread,
Go, make them with your living
And mark them with your dead.
Take up the White Man's burden,
And reap his old reward-The blame of those ye better
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The hate of those ye guard-The cry of hosts ye humour
(Ah, slowly!) toward the light:-“Why brought ye us from bondage,
Our loved Egyptian night?”
Take up the White Man's burden-Ye dare not stoop to less-Nor call too loud on Freedom
To cloak your weariness.
By all ye will or whisper,
By all ye leave or do,
The silent sullen peoples
Shall weigh your God and you.
Take up the White Man's burden!
Have done with childish days-The lightly-proffered laurel,
The easy ungrudged praise:
Comes now, to search your manhood
Through all the thankless years,
Cold, edged with dear-bought wisdom,
The judgment of your peers.
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Karl Pearson, Imperialism justified by Nature (1900)
In the late nineteenth century, theorists known as Social Darwinists argued that nations and
races, like animal species, were locked in a struggle for existence. In a lecture given in 1900,
“National Life from the Standpoint of Science,” Karl Pearson, a British professor of
mathematics, expressed the beliefs of Social Darwinists. How does he apply Darwin’s “survival
of the fittest” to imperialism? Many people now find this very disturbing and racist. Why might
this have appealed to some people at the time, both in England and in other countries?
History shows me one way, and one way only, in which a high state of civilization has been
produced, namely, the struggle of race with race, and the survival of the physically and mentally
fitter race. If you want to know whether the lower races of man can evolve a higher type, I fear
the only course is to leave them to fight it out among themselves, and even then the struggle for
existence between individual and individual, between tribe and tribe, may not be supported by
that physical selection due to a particular climate on which probably so much of the Aryan's
success depended...
The struggle means suffering, intense suffering, while it is in progress; but that struggle and that
suffering have been the stages by which the white man has reached his present stage of
development, and they account for the fact that he no longer lives in caves and feeds on roots and
nuts. This dependence of progress on the survival of the fitter race, terribly black as it may seem
to some of you, gives the struggle for existence its redeeming features; it is the fiery crucible out
of which comes the finer metal. You may hope for a time when the sword shall be turned into
the plowshare, when American and German and English traders shall no longer compete in the
markets of the world for their raw material and for their food supply, when the white man and
the dark shall share the soil between them, and each till it as he lists. But, believe me, when that
day comes mankind will no longer progress; there will be nothing to check the fertility of inferior
stock; the relentless law of heredity will not be controlled and guided by natural selection. Man
will stagnate; and unless he ceases to multiply, the catastrophe will come again; famine and
pestilence, as we see them in the East, physical selection instead of the struggle of race against
race, will do the work more relentlessly, and, to judge from India and China, far less efficiently
than of old…
There is a struggle of race against race and of nation against nation. In the early days of that
struggle it was a blind, unconscious struggle of barbaric tribes. At the present day, in the case of
the civilized white man, it has become more and more the conscious, carefully directed attempt
of the nation to fit itself to a continuously changing environment. The nations has to foresee how
and where the struggle will be carried on; the maintenance of national position is becoming more
and more a conscious preparation for changing conditions, an insight into the needs of coming
environments.
We have to remember that man is subject to the universal law of inheritance, and that a dearth of
capacity may arise if we recruit our society from the inferior and not the better stock. If any
social opinions or class prejudices tamper with the fertility of the better stocks, then the national
character will take but a few generations to be seriously modified. The pressure of population
should always tend to push brains and physique into occupations where they are not a primary
necessity, for in this way a reserve is formed for the times of national crisis. Such a reserve can
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always be formed by filling up with men of our own kith and kin the wastelands of the earth,
even at the expense of an inferior race of inhabitants…
You will see that my view—and I think it may be called the scientific view of a nation—is that
of an organized whole, kept up to a high pitch of internal efficiency by insuring that its numbers
are substantially recruited from the better stocks, and kept up to a high pitch of internal
efficiency by insuring that its numbers are substantially recruited from the better stocks, and kept
up to a high pitch of external efficiency by contest, chiefly by way of war with inferior races, and
with equal races by the struggle for trade-routes and for the sources of raw material and of food
supply. This is the natural history view of mankind, and I do not think you can in its main
features subvert it. Some of you may realize it, and then despair of life; you may decline to admit
any glory in a world where the superior race must either eject the inferior, or, mixing with it, or
even living alongside it, degenerate itself. What beauty can there be when the battle is to the
stronger, and the weaker must suffer in the struggle of nations and in the struggle of individual
men? You may say: Let us cease to struggle; let us leave the lands of the world to the races that
cannot profit by them to the full; let us cease to compete in the markets of the world. Well, we
could do it, if we were a small nation living on the produce of our own soil, and a soil so
worthless that no other race envied it and sought to appropriate it. We should cease to advance;
but then we should naturally give up progress as a good that comes through suffering . . .
The man who tells us that he feels to all men alike, that he has no sense of kinship, that he has no
patriotic sentiment, that he loves the Kaffir as he loves his brother, is probably deceiving himself.
If he is not, then all we can say is that a nation of such men, or even a nation with a large
minority of such men, will not stand for many generations; it cannot survive in the struggle of the
nations, it cannot be a factor in the contest upon which human progress ultimately depends. The
national spirit is not a thing to be ashamed of, as the educated man seems occasionally to hold.
If that spirit be the mere excrescence of the music hall, or an ignorant assertion of superiority to
the foreigner, it may be ridiculous, it may even be nationally dangerous; but if the national spirit
takes the form of a strong feeling of the importance of organizing the nation as a whole, of
making its social and economic conditions such that it is able to do its work in the world and
meet its fellows without hesitation in the field and in the market, then it seems to me a wholly
good spirit---indeed, one of the highest forms of social, that is, moral instinct.
So far from our having too much of this spirit of patriotism, I doubt if we have anything like
enough of it. We wait to improve the condition of some class of workers until they themselves
cry out or even rebel against their economic condition. We do not better their state because we
perceive its relation to the strength and stability of the nation as a whole. Too often it is done as
the outcome of a blind class war. The coal owners, the miners, the manufacturers, the millhands, the landlords, the farmers, the agricultural laborers, struggle against each other, and, in
doing so, against the nation at large, and our statesmen as a rule look on. That was the correct
attitude from the standpoint of the old political economy. It is not the correct attitude from the
standpoint of science; for science realizes that the nation is an organized whole, in continual
struggle with its competitors. You cannot get a strong and effective nation if many of its
stomachs are half fed and many of its brains untrained. We, as a nation, cannot survive in the
struggle for existence if we allow class distinctions to permanently endow the brainless and to
push them into posts of national responsibility. The true statesman has to limit the internal
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struggle of the community in order to make it stronger for the external struggle. We must reward
ability, we must pay for brains, we must give larger advantage to physique; but we must not do
this at a rate that renders the lot of the mediocre a wholly unhappy one. We must foster
exceptional brains and physique for national purposes; but however useful prize cattle may be,
they are not bred for their own sake, but as a step toward the improvement of the whole herd…
Science is not a dogma; it has no infallible popes to pronounce authoritatively what its teaching
is. I can only say how it seems to one individual scientific worker that the doctrine of evolution
applies to the history of nations. My interpretation may be wrong, but of the true method I am
sure: a community of men is as subject as a community of ants or as a herd of buffaloes to the
laws that rule all organic nature. We cannot escape from them; it serves no purpose to protest at
what some term their cruelty and their bloodthirstiness…
Mankind as a whole, like the individual man, advances through pain and suffering only. The
path of progress is strewn with the wreck of nations; traces are everywhere to be seen of the
hecatombs of inferior races, and of victims who found not the narrow way to the greater
perfection. Yet these dead peoples are, in very truth, the stepping-stones on which mankind has
arisen to the higher intellectual and deeper emotional life of today.
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Wilfried Scawen Blunt,
“Poor, wicked nineteenth century- Farewell!” (1900)
Blunt was a British poet and anti-Imperialist who became particularly interested in Egyptian
nationalism. The following selections are from his journals, and give you a taste of some the
arguments against colonialism that would become more powerful in the twentieth century :
9th Jan. 1896. The German Emperor has telegraphed his congratulations to Kruger [the Boer
leader], and this seems to have produced great anger in England. We have now managed in the
last six months to quarrel violently with China, Turkey, Belgium, Ashanti, France, Venezuela,
America, and Germany. This is a record performance, and if it does not break up the British
Empire nothing will. For myself I am glad of it all, for the British Empire is the greatest engine
of evil for the weak races now existing in the world---not that we are worse than the French or
Italians or Americans—indeed, we are less actively destructive—but we do it over a far wider
area and more successfully. I should be delighted to see England stripped of her whole foreign
possessions. We are better off and more respected in Queen Elizabeth's time, the "spacious
days," when we had not a stick of territory outside the British Islands, than now, and infinitely
more respectable. The gangrene of colonial rowdyism is infecting us,and the habit of repressing
liberty in weak nations is endangering our own. I should be glad to see the end....
15th Oct. 1898. All this week has been one of excitement over the quarrel with France about
Fashoda. A Blue Book has been published giving the English case, and, imperial plunder being
in question, all parties, Tories, Whig, Radical, Churchmen, and Nonconformist have joined in
publicly extolling English virtue and denouncing the French. For myself I see nothing in it more
respectable than the wrangle of two highwaymen over a captured purse; morally both sides are
on a level.
17th Oct. 1898. Arrived at Saighton. I have had it out with George [Wyndham, parliamentary
under-secretary in the War Office] about Fashoda. He states the English case with brutal
frankness. "The day of talking," he says,"about legality in Africa is over, all the international law
there is there consists of interest and understandings. It is generally agreed by all the powers that
the end of African operations is to 'civilize' it in the interests of Europe, and that to gain that end
all means are good. The only difference between England and France is which of them is to do it
in which particular districts. England intends to do it on the Nile, and it makes no difference
what the precise legal position is. We may put forward the Khedive's rights if it is convenient or
we may put forward a right of conquest, or a right of simply declaring our intentions. One is as
good as another to get our end, which is the railway from Cairo to the Cape. We don't care
whether the Nile is called English or Egyptian or what it is called, but we mean to have it and we
don't mean the French to have it. The Khedive may be kept on for some years a sort of Indian
maharajah, but it will end in a partition of the Ottoman Empire between England, Germany, and
Russia. France will be allowed Northwestern Africa. It is not worth while drawing distinctions of
right and wrong in the matter, it is a matter entirely of interest."
15th June, 1899. The plot for annexing the Transvaal has taken a new development. Chamberlain
[the colonial secretary], to force the hand of the government, has published a despatch of
Milner's [governor of Cape Colony] written on the 4th of May of the most aggressive kind, and
the newspapers are full of flame and fury, the Daily News leading the chorus. They talk about

25

Documents on Imperialism
Milner's "cool and impartial judgment" just as if Milner had not been specially selected by
Chamberlain to put the job through. Milner was sent to Egypt ten years ago to convert English
liberal opinion to the plan of remaining on there instead of withdrawing the garrison, and having
succeeded in that mission he has been sent to the Cape to convert English liberal opinion to the
idea of re-annexing the Transvaal. Milner, though an excellent fellow personally. is quite an
extremist as an imperial agent, and his journalistic experience on the Pall Mall Gazette has given
him the length of John Bull's foot very accurately, so that he is invaluable to the empire builders.
Now there will certainly be war in South Africa. They have tried every kind of fraud to get their
way, but old Kruger has been too astute for them, so they will try force. They seem to have
squared the German Emperor, France is in chaos, they think their opportunity come.
Chamberlain will not rest until he has Kruger's head on a charger.
The Boers, however, will fight, and there is some chance of a general war between the Dutch and
the English in South Africa, which may alleviate the condition of the only people there whose
interests I really care for in the quarrel, namely the blacks. It will also be a beautiful exposure of
our English sham philanthropy, if at the very moment the Peace Congress is sitting at The
Hague, we flout its mediation and launch into an aggressive war. Anything is better than the
general handshaking of the great white thieves and their amicable division of the spoils....
22nd Dec., 1900. The old century is very nearly out, and leaves the world in a pretty pass, and
the British Empire is playing the devil in it as never an empire before on so large a scale. We
may live to see its fall. All the nations of Europe are making the same hell upon earth in China,
massacring and pillaging and raping in the captured cities as outrageously as in the Middle Ages.
The Emperor of Germany gives the word for slaughter and the Pope looks on and approves. In
South Africa our troops are burning farms under Kitchener's command, and the Queen and the
two houses of Parliament, and the bench of bishops thank God publicly and vote money for the
work. The Americans are spending fifty millions a year on slaughtering the Filipinos; the King of
the Belgians has invested his whole fortune on the Congo, where he is brutalizing the Negroes to
fill his pockets. The French and Italians for the moment are playing a less prominent part in the
slaughter, but their inactivity grieves them. The whole white race is reveling openly in violence,
as though it had never pretended to be Christian. God's equal curse be on them all! So ends the
famous nineteenth century into which we were so proud to have been born....
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