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УДК 325.3(410)  

Valiukh L. I. 

EXPANSIONISM IN THE IDEOLOGIES OF BRITISH POLITICAL PARTIES 

(1870–1880s) 

 

The article deals with expansionist rhetoric of the leaders of British political parties 

and prominent representatives of political circles of England. Its influence on shaping of 

public opinion is characterized. 

The last third of the 19th century is a controversial period in British history. 

Increased competition on the international arena led the British Empire to the 

implementation of an active policy of colonial expansion. An urgent task was to promote 

the ideas of expansionism among different circles of British society. The realization of 

this task required different means of influence on mass consciousness. One of the most 

effective tools became the expression of expansionist ideas and their justification by the 

leaders of political parties and prominent representatives of political circles of Great 

Britain. 
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Both parties shared the idea of «special mission of the British Empire» and wanted 

its strengthening and expanding. Laws of election campaign forced to criticize the rival 

and to oppose his position. This explains the polemics of the parties on colonial issues 

that however didn’t deal with the main pillars of imperial policy. 

It is proved that in the last third of the 19th century in Great Britain a deliberate 

propaganda of imperial values was conducted, the inevitability and expedience of 

colonial conquest in order to attract the general public to support the policy of 

expansion was promoted. 

The idea of spreading and strengthening of its dominance over other regions was 

inherent to the ideology of British political parties. Expansionist rhetoric of the 

representatives of British political parties influenced on the formation of the English 

colonial ideology. With supporters of imperialism formed a favourable ideological and 

political climate in which politicians felt confident to obtain the necessary public support 

for their expansionist actions. So, of course, colonial ideology reinforced the desire of 

Great Britain to win new territories. 

Key words: Great Britain, expansionism, colonial policy. 

 

Валюх Л. І. Експансіонізм в ідеології британських політичних партій (70–80-і 

рр. ХІХ ст.) 

Здійснено комплексний аналіз експансіоністської риторики лідерів 

британських політичних партій та відомих представників політичних кіл Англії. 

Висвітлено її вплив на формування англійської колоніальної ідеології (70–80-і роки 

ХІХ ст.). 

Ключові слова: Велика Британія, експансіонізм, колоніальна політика. 

 

Валюх Л. И. Экспансионизм в идеологии британских политических партий 

(70–80-е годы XIX в.). 

Осуществлен комплексный анализ экспансионистской риторики лидеров 

британских политических партий и известных представителей политических 

кругов Англии. Исследовано ее влияние на формирование английской колониальной 

идеологии (70–80-е годы XIX в.). 

Ключевые слова: Великобритания, экспансионизм, колониальная политика. 

 

The strength and greatness of modern England has its roots in ancient times, when it 

increased its power as one of the largest metropolises in the world. The last third of the 

19th century is a controversial period in British economic and political history. England 

continued to maintain as a “workshop of the world”, but the strengthening of other 

European countries (Germany and France) shook its position. Increased competition on 

the international arena led the British Empire to the implementation of an active policy 

of colonial expansion. An urgent task was to promote the ideas of expansionism among 

different circles of British society. The realization of this task required different means 

of influence on mass consciousness. One of the most effective tools became the 

expression of expansionist ideas and their justification by the leaders of political parties 

and prominent representatives of political circles of Great Britain. In this regard, it is 

important to study the propaganda rhetoric of the British politicians as a mean of 

manipulating of public opinion. 
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The goal of the article is to study the expansionist rhetoric of the representatives of 

British political parties and its influence on the formation of English colonial ideology in 

1870–1880s. 

According to historiographical analysis, some fragments of the problems are 

discussed in the works of such Russian historians, as S. A. Bogomolov, T. N. Gella and 

I. D. Parfenov. Among modern Ukrainian researchers should be noted the studies of 

S. S. Troyan and L. Y. Pytliovana. However, the analysis of the modern monographic 

literature and periodicals demonstrates the need for in-depth study of the issue. 

In 1870–1880s in England well organized propaganda of expansionist ideas was 

conducted. One of the main components of expansionist ideology of Great Britain was 

“Eurocentrism” as an idea about the superiority of English civilization and, therefore, the 

duty of British people to maintain the backward peoples to the progress. However, in the 

last third of the 19th century the government sought new evidences that would justify the 

colonial conquest. The question of organization of propaganda in favour of the empire to 

expand the social base of supporters of expansion had arisen. 

Expressing the prevailing mood, “The Times” wrote in 1870 that to lose the empire 

means “to lose trade, raw materials, profitable areas of capital investments, places for 

emigration, strategic bases on trade routes, bases and ports for fleet ... national prestige, 

to strike national aspirations” [13, p. 137]. 

The new concept of the empire consisted of two components: the idea of 

strengthening of the existing empire and the requirement of new colonial conquests in 

Asia and Africa. In the metropolis the version that colonies do not want to break with it 

because of the unity of race, language, political institutions and commercial interests was 

advanced. This suppressed the main force that tied the colonies to England – the 

financial capital. Colonies completely depended on the London money market and the 

English capital. 

Russian magazine “The Herald of Europe” noted: “In politics of England stronger 

gravitation to the colonies has recently been observed... Protection and expansion of 

colonial possessions around the world in solidarity with semi-English regions and 

territories, permanent idea of the unity of the British Empire – all this increasingly 

prevails in the minds of English people and creates the program of so-called imperial 

policy” [14, p. 157]. 

To justify the colonial policy a theory of Neo-Darwinism was created. It stated that 

the English, as a result of long-term “natural selection”, acquired traits that make them 

innate rulers of backward peoples [15, p. 158]. 

The instruments of the expansionist policy became two colonial societies – the 

Royal Colonial Society, which was established in 1869 and in 1870 renamed in Imperial 

Colonial Institute, and the Imperial Federation League, which was organized in 1884. 

Colonial Institute at its meetings discussed important issues of the British Empire. 

Imperial Federation League promoted the idea of creating of a closer union of all British 

possessions and imperial parliament. The main objective of the federation was 

propaganda of imperial protectionism that meant closing markets of Britain and its 

possessions to foreign goods [15, p. 157]. 

In 1883 was established conservative organization “League of snowdrop”, named 

after the favorite flower of Benjamin Disraeli. One of the main tasks of the league was 

strengthening of national greatness and preserving the traditions of Great Britain. 

Members of this organization had put forward the slogan “Empire and Freedom”; it was 
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“a call of the country to the worldwide mission of colonization and empire..., expansion 

and consolidation of the good legacy for our children, for the benefits of civilization and 

example for mankind” [3, p. 232]. 

As we see, the representatives of English elite clearly imagined their task, which 

was in the formation of institutions able to spread among the population the idealized 

image of the empire. This complex of imperial values was suitable for integration into 

the mass consciousness of the British nation and had become an effective stimulus to 

national unity. 

An important role in shaping of the political and ideological foundations of British 

colonialism fulfilled the political parties and their leaders who justified expansionist 

policy and tried to impose on the British people the idea of great mission of the British 

Empire to unite all nations and civilizations. Representatives of both political parties 

actively promoted expansionist ideas. 

The basic principles of foreign policy of England were consistency and continuity. 

The governments of both conservative and liberal parties were guided by tradition and 

were unanimous in maintaining the unity of action in international politics. “The policy 

of any nation in the world, as it is noted by B. Bulow, is not determined to such extent by 

the tradition as the policy of UK” [4, p. 13]. But the degree of influence of the imperial 

ideals on activity and inner-life of liberals and conservatives was different. The most 

consistent supporters of expansion of the British Empire were conservatives. 

In the last third of the 19th century the Conservative Party was going through 

important period of development, when its organizational structure had been improved, 

its social base had been expanding, the range of voters had increased. If in 1830–1874 

the conservatives were in power just 5 years, then in 1870–1900 – 17 years [13, p. 40]. 

Slogans associated with strengthening of the empire, were the most popular among 

conservatives. 

The leader of the Conservative Party B. Disraeli during his speech in Manchester on 

April 3, 1872 said that voting for the Conservative Party, British voters support “the 

British Constitution and the British Empire” [5, p. 16]. In a speech delivered on July 24, 

1872 in Crystal Palace, Disraeli actually accused the liberals in deliberately betraying of 

national interests, because the policy of liberals (giving the right of self-governing to 

colonies) was not enforced by administrative and military measures that would ensure 

the future monolithic empire. 

Such content of the speech indicates popularity in British society of that time the 

opinion about the need and value of colonial empire for the Great Britain. However, in a 

speech it was talking about the fate of the territories, which already were owned by 

Britain, and were no further calls for colonial conquest. B. Disraeli arose an important 

issue about the importance of great colonial empire for the future of British society and 

gave an affirmative answer. “I think any minister in the government of this country will 

not be able to perform his duty, if he would not use every possibility to revive, to the 

extent it is possible, our colonial empire”, – stated the leader of conservatives in his 

election speeches [5, p. 16]. 

The task of consolidating of the empire and its strengthening was determined by 

him as one of the program principles of the Conservative Party. The slogans of “national 

unity” and “unity of the empire” within the meaning of Disraeli are complementary. 

Charges of liberals in trying deliberately to destroy the empire were merely a 

polemical technique on the duel of parties. But this is not a reason to underestimate the 
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role of B. Disraeli in conducting and justification of expansionist policy. The practice of 

his government was an aggressive policy in the Middle East crisis of 1877–1878, capture 

of Cyprus, war with Zulus and the annexation of the Transvaal, capture of Fiji, war with 

Afghanistan. This is only a partial list of attempts to expand the empire. 

It is worth to note that Disraeli was the first statesman in England who clearly 

formulated the thesis that in the new balance of forces on the world stage Britain’s 

foreign policy can not be expansionary. He created the idea of forming centralized and 

strong militarily empire. In January 1878, he said: “We know that when we talk about 

British interests, we mean material British interests, including interests that are the 

source of wealth of my country” [1, p. 74]. 

Thus, B. Disraeli advocated the intensification of colonial policy and purposeful 

propaganda of expansionist ideas in British society. As official leader of the 

Conservative Party, he declared one of its program principles the revitalization of 

colonial policy. Therefore, B. Disraeli can be considered as one of the founders of a new 

stage of British colonial expansion. 

After the death of B. Disraeli (1881) the leader of conservatives became Arthur 

Robert Cecil, Marquess of Salisbury, who played a major role in the division of Africa. 

In his many speeches was clear motive of protection of British business and capital in an 

increasingly competitive, protectionist, struggle for monopoly exploitation. Salisbury has 

repeatedly reiterated that the commerce of such great state like Britain can develop only 

under the shadow of the empire. He called to be ahead of the other countries on a 

number of colonial possessions, although always tried to interpret the aggressive actions 

of his country as defensive [13, p. 41]. 

Liberals’ attitude to the expansionist problem was not as unambiguous as 

conservatives’. Overall, liberals were supporters of the empire, as well as their political 

opponents. Colonial policy of Liberal Party in 1869–1874, 1880–1885 and 1892–1895 

continued the colonial policy of conservatives. Famous slogan “Peace, thrift and reform” 

was declarative. Actually expansion in Africa, Asia and other parts of the world did not 

stop. The myth about anti-imperialism of liberals established in historiography as a result 

of the election campaign of 1879. At that time, W. Gladstone made a cycle of speeches 

against the imperial policy of B. Disraeli. He said that the reckless policy depletes 

resources of the country, pushes internal problems into the background. Moreover, such 

a policy leads to increasing of authoritarianism, limiting of democracy in the country, 

when the Parliament is put before a particular fact and regime of personal power is 

strengthening [9, p. 91]. But in these speeches there is no hint on condemnation of the 

principle of colonial conquest. Gladstone liked to say that he is for empire, but against 

imperialism, i.e. against colonial expansion [9, p. 92]. We believe that the leader of 

liberals denied only a few steps of the leader of conservatives because of tactical but not 

fundamental positions, giving only moral evidences against aggressive plans. Under 

certain change of circumstances he could make a turn on 180°, throwing away all moral 

principles. Thus, while being in opposition, he condemned the annexation of the 

Transvaal, but when he had got the power, he refused to return independence to this 

territory. 

Liberals liked to speculate about civilizing mission in the colonies: England 

distributes the ideals of liberty on those territories, takes care of colonial peoples as they 

are children etc. This theoretical justification of the expansion enabled liberals to oppose 

their “humane” policy against “selfish and foolish” policy of conservatives. Liberals 
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initiated the activity of privileged companies, explaining that the government could not 

stop irreversible trend of British businesses to operate in countries where there is no 

civilization. 

Famous is a phrase of W. Gladstone from the article “The Mission of England”, 

which was published in the journal “The Nineteenth Century” in September 1878. He 

said that “the feeling of empire is inherent in every Englishman. If there are exceptions, 

they are similar to those who were born blind. This is part of our heritage that is born and 

dies with us. This feeling is woven into all our habits, in ways of conducting of public 

affairs. There is a desire of Englishmen to expand the Empire. Both parties agree that 

England has a great mission in the world” [12, p. 270]. So, the dispute between the 

parties was limited to the question who could better rule the empire. 

At the end of the 19th century was formed a group of “imperialist liberals”, which 

was led by Archibald Philip Rosebery. They tried to adapt the political credo of the 

liberal party to the new conditions. They saw the way out of the crisis and the path to the 

revival of the party through “the mastering of the new spirit of the empire”, which 

covered the nation [13, p. 43]. From the start of his career A. Rosebery condemned the 

policy of B. Disraeli, seeing it as despotism and a threat to British democracy. But 

already in 1881, he adopted the thesis of the need for British colonial policy. In 

Rosebery’s speeches on imperial issues, there always was a motive of pride for the 

achievement of the Anglo-Saxon race. According to him, the mission of the empire is to 

rule the world in the name of Good [13, p. 141]. 

Already in 1893, A. Rosebery spoke quite frankly for the expansion of the empire. 

“They say”, he said, “that our empire is large enough and does not require further 

expansion. It could be really so if the world was elastic, but unfortunately it is not...” He 

urged the British to think not only about what they need at the moment but also what 

they would need in the future [7, p. 65]. 

The imperialist liberals explained the expansionist policy of England by the fact 

that the expansion of the empire is an inevitable thing and is a result of the initiative of 

the other European states, and therefore has a defensive character. From these positions 

they approached to the division of Africa, considering it an irreversible process. 

The imperialist liberals justified the expansionist policy of the British ruling circles 

by the slogans of peace. Rosebery argued that the British Empire creates peace, means 

peace and is aimed at peace [7, p. 65]. 

In 1895 A. Rosebery formulated the following principles of reasonable liberal 

imperialism: “First, preservation of the empire; secondly, opening of the new lands for 

emigration; thirdly, suppression of the slave trade; fourthly, development of the 

missionary movement; fifthly, development of trade” [6, p. 9]. Here real and fictitious 

reasons for the expansion are mixed. The latter can include the fight against the slave 

trade. In a speech delivered in May 1899, Rosebery called the imperial spirit a great 

patriotism [6, p. 10]. 

The blurry borders between liberals and conservatives in the issues of expansion are 

convincingly demonstrated by the career of Joseph Chamberlain. He started as a liberal 

and a radical from the opposition to Disraeli’s policy, but in 1895 he assumed the post of 

the Secretary of State for the Colonies in the government of conservatives and was more 

enthusiastis on issues of expansion than many of his counterparts. He became one of the 

most famous apologists for the idea of creating a mighty colonial empire. “He 

triumphantly and confidently leads England on the way of imperialism,” wrote B. Bulow 
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about him [4, p. 189]. As a main motive for active imperial policy, Chamberlain put 

forward the protection of English entrepreneurship and capital in the face of increased 

competition of foreign states and protectionism. In his opinion, the United Kingdom was 

obliged to outperform other countries in colonial expansion: “I believe that the British 

race is the greatest of the ruling races that has ever seen the world” [8, p. 92]. 

J. Chamberlain, defining the colonial policy of England, noted that the 

government’s goal is to develop the resources of the colonies, and in this policy one can 

see the solution to those great social problems that the British are facing. In his 

numerous speeches, he emphasized that the empire and social reforms are not possible 

one without other; the proceeds from imperial trade would be directed on the 

implementation of projects for increasing of the well-being and material improvement of 

the lives of the British [7, p. 66]. 

His main goal was to create conditions for the development and prosperity of the 

imperial race, which meant all the peoples who inhabited the British Empire. “In our 

colonial policy,” said J. Chamberlain in December 1896, “as soon as we acquire a new 

territory... then we will ensure its development under the care of civilization for its 

communication with the world... The empire carries for the population of the conquered 

territories safety of life and property, improvement of living conditions. We have 

assumed a gigantic task... a great task, a great responsibility, but a high honour” [10, 

p. 92]. 

Thus, both parties shared the idea of a “special mission of the British Empire” and 

wanted its strengthening and expanding. The rules of the electoral struggle forced to 

criticize the rival, to contrast own position with him. This explains the controversy of the 

parties on colonial issues, which did not touch, however, the main foundations of 

imperial politics. In 1891, E. Staal noted in this regard: “...British foreign policy little 

depends on the change of one political party on another. Its goals remain the same, and 

only in the means of their achievement expresses personal talent of the minister” [2, 

p. 216]. 

So, in the last third of the 19th century deliberate and purposeful propaganda of the 

imperial values was conducted, the inevitability and expedience of colonial seizures in 

order to attract the general public to support the policy of expansion was propagated. In 

the centre of English expansionism was the idea of dominance of the Anglo-Saxon race 

over all others. For the sake of this great idea, the British had to accept the neglect of the 

interests of a person for the sake of the interests of the empire. 

 The idea of spreading and strengthening of the domination over other regions was 

inherent in the ideology of British political parties. Expansionist rhetoric of the 

representatives of British political forces influenced on the formation of British colonial 

ideology. With help of the supporters of imperialism, a favourable ideological and 

political climate, in which politicians felt confident, receiving all the necessary public 

support for their expansionist actions was formed. Consequently, the colonialist ideology 

undoubtedly strengthened the Great Britain’s desire to conquer new territories. 
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ОСОБЛИВОСТІ ВНУТРІШНЬОЇ ТА ЗОВНІШНЬОЇ ПОЛІТИКИ ІСПАНІЇ  

В КІНЦІ ХХ – НА ПОЧАТКУ ХХІ СТОЛІТТЯ 

 

У статті досліджено особливості внутрішньої та зовнішньої політики Іспанії в 

кінці ХХ – на початку ХХІ ст. Автор доводить, що Іспанія, маючи унікальне 

географічне положення, завжди виконувала особливу роль у регулюванні відносин між 

різними регіональними силами, а в даний час є ключовим актором в регіоні. Через певні 

культурні традиції в зовнішній політиці особливість Іспанії полягає в тому, що вона не 

вдається до політичного тиску для вирішення нагальних питань у регіоні, а 

використовує політичний діалог між представниками різних культур.  

Ключові слова: Іспанія, внутрішня і зовнішня політика, напрями зовнішньої 

політики, міграційна політика, іммігранти, Європейський Союз.  

 

Бурдяк Е. В. Особенности внутренней и внешней политики Испании в конце ХХ – 

начале ХХІ века. 

В статье исследованы особенности внутренней и внешней политики Испании в 

конце ХХ – начале ХХІ века. Автор доказывает, что Испания, имея уникальное 

географическое положение, всегда выполняла особую роль в регулировании отношений 

между различными региональными силами, а в настоящее время является ключевым 

актором в регионе. Через определенные культурные традиции во внешней политике 

особенность Испании заключается в том, что она не прибегает к политическому 

давлению для решения насущных вопросов в регионе, а использует политический диалог 

между представителями разных культур.  

Ключевые слова: Испания, внутренняя и внешняя политика, направления внешней 

политики, миграционная политика, иммигранты, Европейский Союз. 


