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PRIFACS

The purpose of fh!.a paper is to exanine the relationship
between social I)nunl.m imd war, Ny original understanding of
the relationship was that it was direct, that IArwinism was a
?aﬁao'br the militaristic spirit leading to the First World War.
This study led 'to a modification of that view.

Soelal Drrwinism, imperialism and reoism are commonly
lumped together as causes of 1\ur. '1?10 probiu with oalling anye-
thing an' “iem” is that it autometically assumes & unitary chara-
cter, “"Iemg" are convenient hnnglec for quick and easy manipu-
lations of varied phenomena, Ths necessity for this will always
‘be with us in the study and tesching of history, But gsneralization
often obsocures tl;ne unique and the individual in history. In the
case of; social Darwinism the \appncanm of concepts like
;‘mrvxul of the fitteet"” was in reality quita varied in effect,
and therefora does not lend itself to easy generslization about
the c&in’octim bot;gem Drywinism and war,

Two sources of interest have led me into‘'this study, one
from the past and one from the preaent, e subject of war was
for the late ,'Ilotorians thenselves, paramount in their minds,
fhey devoted great energy in grappling with the problem of war,
it was an irritant to the vioctorian conscience, and thus is a
window on the soul because theilr moat inmportant assumptions were
revealed in dealing with 1t, Although social IRrwinism represents

11



only some of these attitudes and assumptions, other 1deas are
suggested in Chapter IV and in the Appendlces.

The eecond reason for this study 1as that the subject of
war 1e for us today still an important one, ke sgsesnm inextricabdbly
bound to it in the delta mud and jungles of Vietnam, we have
our Vietnans fngland in the nineties had South ifrica, Loth wars
have been terribly divisive, Ae they were, we also have been
engaged in great debates over arananents, expansion, and schemes
for peace, HKngland in the 1890°'s represents, in a senge, our
infanoy., For the first time, mass partiolipation in the problens
of var was brought about by the culmination of publioc education,
literacy and the popular press,

Por this veason I have tried to deal not only with the
intelleoctuals, but also with jourmalists and publicists., e
¥riters dealt with are by no means of equal quality. My purpose
has been to recreate the din and clamor of “nglish public oplinion
and to trace the effect of Murwinian concepts as they were passad
from the soclentiatas to sooial thinkers, to Jjournalists, and
ultimately, the reading public, Several foreigsn writers have
been included because they were widely read in ingland, the sube
Jeot of Iarwinism being, of course, a universal one,

I wish to express thanks to my adviser, leonard C, #ood

and to my readers, ~“ex Syndergaard and kamond L. Koch,
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CHAPTER I

INTRCTUUCTION

This study 1s an aseessment of the influence of evoe
lutionary concepts on Iritish attitudes toward warlfare. e
question in view is, "Did4 social Brwinism tend to foster
militarise 4during the 1890°'s or not?™ 3=y “evolutionary concepts”
is xeant terms used in bHlology such ae; (1) naturmsl selection,
(2) surviwval of the fittest, and (3) adaptation of the conditions
of existence, As in "artifiecial” seleoction, or the dreeding of
animals by & hunan “seleoctor, " natural selection was ths process
“hereby the fittsst were left to continue, HNeture selected the
fittest dy means of providing a state of continuous struzgle.

Fltness resulted from sucocessful adaplation to the needs of

strugele, 1

Hone of these phrases had any one standard meaninz Anong
solentists or sooial scientists. Natural eeleotion could mean
Aifferent things depeénding on what the struggle wss against,
which in turn determined the kind of adaptation needed. If, for
example, struggle was primsarily agmrinst environment, mutual
cocreration dbetween all humsans couild be emphasisged, and war
npininized, If the struggle was all against all, including

zembers of the sare species, then adaptation oould mean

liichard Hofetadter, Social MArwinism in imerican Thought
(30stons The Beacon Press, 1952), p. 6f LBVid Inompson, ~urope
5ince Napoleon (Hew York: Alfred A. Xnopf, 1962), p. 257,
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development of stronz individualisn and a laissez failre soclal
order. If the struggle was primarily agsinst memders of other
speclies, them adaptation in the husen oase might involve compact
orzanization leading to strong nationaliem or even socialise
¥ithin the group, while between groups violent war was the order,
If stiuggle was prizarily betwsen classes, then suprd-naticnal
loyalty toc ons's oclass was called ror.2

Survival of the fittest 1ndioatod variously, physical,
mental, moral, intellectual or economio superiorilty in the case
of individuals, In the case of groups, colleotive efficiency,
military prowess, racial superiority, or economic sucoess could
be the measurement of fitness, If fitness ocame by aoquiring
habhits or by education, then popular education night de supperted.,
if changs was primarily genetic, & product of inheritance rather
than environment, then an elitsst progras of ecdusation might be
preecridbed along with sugenios to limit miltiplioation of
infarior types, Bach of She writers to de dealt with will
further 1llustrate the Alverse meanings of these terms,

A1l of these definitlions do have in common the 1ésx of
strugsle. Another assumption shared by pany was that evo-
lutionary concepts when applied to the human experience had the
force of natural law, Von Bermhardl, a widely read German
general, expreessd thie idea with a characteristio sense of
finality, ‘

“ar 18 not merely a necessary element in the life of
natione tut an indispensadle faoctor of culture, in which

Ivid.



a truly civilized nation finde the highest expression
of strength and vitality...<ar gives a blologloally
Just decision, sincs its deoclasions rest on the very
nature of things... It 18 not only a biological law,
but a moral obligation, _and, as such, an indispensable
factor in civilization,’
"Soclal IRrwiniem” will be used in a neutral sense, that
1s, me2ning merely the application of evolutionary concepts to
humen life and society. The need for neutrality is not without
1ts cause, Heny authore make social Darwinism practically
gquivalent to militarism, and a primary cause of war, Jucgues
sarzun says that the applieation of Marwin‘’s i1deas to human
1ife by social Mmmiiniests affectsd the whole tone of the period;
war becane the syabol, the image, the incduceaent, the
reason, and the language of all humsn doings on the
planet., XNo one who has not waded through some sizeable
part of the litereture of the period 1870-1914 has any
conception of the extent to which it is ane long call
for Y1o0d.ss
Novicov, a Russian soociologist, w¥riting in the nineties and first
decade of the new ocentury attaoked social Darwinisa, It was
the doctrine, he sald, that "ecolleotive homicide 18 the ca:izse

of the progress of the huean rnoe.“5

zertrude Himmelfarb, Darwin and the Dmywinian
Revolution (New York:s W, W, Norton and compeny, 1968), D. 417,

“Jaoquoa ¥arzun, DBrwin, ¥arx and Wagmer: Critique of &
Heritage (Boston: L&ttlo'ﬁruwn and company, Egﬂf,. Pe ?UI.

5George xsemyth, Soolsl Progress and the Darwinian Theory
{:ev Yorks G, P. Putnam's bons, I?gsl. PP. 729« (1L must pe
remwenbered that the assertions of Barmym and Novioov are a general
indictment., While this writer 18 willing to admit that Cerman
far«inism, for ezxample, may fit the desoription, it is an unproven
agsumption that social Darwinism was monolithiec world-wide, Our
parYpose 1s to exanine these asgertiona in relation to inglané in
the ninetlss insluding sose foreign writers who were widely read.




CHAPTER II

EARLY DARWINISK AND THE RELATIONSHIP OF
CRARLES DARWIN'S WORK TO VIOLENCE ARD WAR

If we ask the question, "What has Charles Darwin's work
to do with war?"” we will get many different answers from scholars
in the fleld, George E. Simpson thinks that Darwin bears
responaibility for imperial conquest, 3Juoting Ashley Montagu,
he says;

If 1t is true that the appeal to Darwinian theory for
support of a social system based on ruthless competition
and exploitation of colonial peoples represents a nis-
interpretation of evclutiomary theory, the oconciusion
seeng inesc&pable that Darwin hiwself was the first to
aske this misinterpretation, The few passages in which
Darwin mentions altruiss and cooperation come exolusively
from The Descent of Man, where in a book of a Shousand
pages they ars virtually orowded out by the numerous
statements that appea 6” stand in direct and unequivoeal
contradiaction to theam,

AN oppogite view 1s held by George Nasmyth who thinks that social
Tarwinism was a "distortion” of Darwin, whose purpose was pacific
and humano.7
Jesides the altermatives of condemmation or justification
there 15 a middle position taken by other writers. Certrude
Jdiamelfarb sees "In the spectrum of opinion that went under the

nape of social Arwinism almost every wvariety of bellief, “ many

contﬂdiotory.s Rohayd Hofstadter deals with DArwinisr in

6“ George &L Simpson, and 3Socla n sm, Vol. II
of The Zuro Pagt, eds, apa ¥y, ana
Charles K. amtr (New York: The momnlan Compmy. 1966}. p. 117,

7.‘!amth. Soclal Progress, Pp. 6,28,32, 58,
8.tmmelfarb, DArwin and the Darwinian Xevolution, p. 431,
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Anerica and oonoludes that “There was nothing in Darwinism thet
inevitadbly made it an apology for competition or force...in-
tringically 1t was a neutmal instrament capable of msupporting
opyosite 1deologioa.“9 These last two quotes will be taken as
a gulde for our study, In addition to the heterodox nzture of
evolutionary concepts and the idea of social DArwinism =8 s
‘reutral instrument, " divergence of later views on warfare nay
be related to the contradiotory nature of Darwin's statements,

If Sarwin had made no statements about the nature of war
or violenoes, the sheer oonvenienoce of his phraseoclogy for
militarists would probably have linked him with them anyway,
"Naturel selection, * and “The Pregervation of Pavored Raoces in
the strugzle for L&fe."lo were ready made for later imperialists
az ve willl see, On the othar hand, Darwin argued that the
practice of war was opposed to the principle of natural selection
because the best physical apecinens wers killed and the weaksr
loft to maryy and propezate, However, he was not always so
reatmined, DIy the beglnning of the last quarter of the century
he had acquired the hadit of thinking of struggle in organic
teorms, thas is, the strugzle of races in violent conflict., In
The Descent of i%an, published in 1871, he linked the “wonderful

progress of the United States” and "the results of natural
selestion * to the "great stream of Anglo-Saxon emigration to the
kest, " In 1881 he wrote:

Remenbter what risk the nations of Burope ran, not s0
many canturies ago of being overwhelmed by the Turks,

9Rofstadter, Social Darwinism, p. 201.

10 amelfarb, Darwin and the Arwinlan Revolution, p. 416.




and how ridiculous such an idea is! The more civilized

so-called Caucasian reces have deeaten the Turkish hollow

in the struggle for exiatense. Looking to the world at

no very distant date, wvhat an endless number of the lower

races will have bdeen elningfcd by the higher civilized

reces throughout the world,
These rether violent atatements were made in spite of a rovluon.
nade by him and shared by Thomas Huxley., Arcund 1875 Darwin
began to de-eaphasize naturel selection &8 a eause of change,
He came to accept other causes such as th»\ “effeots of use and
disuse, * "sexual gslection” and sven nytﬁé that some change
arose from an unknown cause, not always “spontanecusly” and not
sudb jeet to any “selective procou."n T™hie revision seems not
to have affected his 1dea of reclal conflict already cited,
however, |

Darwin could never be oredited alome with painting & view

of nature as the sole ardviter between men whosa solutions were
violent and harsh,. That had already been done by Alfred Lord
Tennyson, It was he who held the dual titles “poet laureate" znd
“poet of solence, * the latter unofficial. To him nature was °“red
in tooth and claw” and men a product of bruta, uneonseious rorcal.w
d1s poem, In Nemorium, was pudblished in 1850; Origin of the
Sgcua appeared in 1899, B2ome of the verses had been composel
as early as 1833, and show an amareness of geology which had

become popular befors the Origin:

12charles Darwin, The Descent of Man, Revised edition
(New Yorks D. Appleton and Company, 1895), P. 142

1Insune1rarb, Darwin and the Daryinian Revelution, PP,
362o ”79 “30 )

%ma,, pp. 228, 230,



Ars God and Nature then at strife,

That Nature lends such evil dreams?

So oareful of the type she seens,

So oareless of the single life;

That I, considering everyvwhere

Her seoret meaning in her deeds,

and finding that of fifty seeds

She of'ten brings but aone to bear,

I falter where 1 firmly trod...

“So careful of the type?” but no,

From soarped cliff and quarried stone

She cries, "A thousand types are Egnc:

I caxre for nothing, all shall go.

one cannot help but sense Tennyson choking with regret
at the thought of nature no longer existing for the individual,
an objest of assthetic enjoyment, but the individual existing
for nature, and he hut a mcocment, & phase, in the soheme of things.
Jennyson consoled himself, as meny were toc do after him, with a
viex of change which was progressive, Man becsae “,,,the hereld
of a higher race" and his hope was for nature to "Move upward,
working out the beasty/ And let the aps and tiger dio."16
There were many others before and after Darwin who con.

trituted to the 1dea of naturel law as harsh and violent,
Malthus' law of population and food supply was oertainly violent.17
Herbert Spencer, to whom coredit muet be given for popularizing
mrwinism, and above all, making it soolal, breke through the
sclentific reserve in 1876 end publiehed his Principles of
Sociologys, In it he claims that inter and inSre-group struggle

i1s the mode of progress, ana that war is 1ts mothod)

15@moted by Himmelfard, Darvin and the Darwinien Revo-
Iution, p. 230.

161b14,, p. 231.
1?1v1d., p. 159.



As oarried on throughout the animate wmorléd at large, the
strmggle for oxistencd has bdeen an indispensadble means to
evolution. Not eimply do we sos that, in the compstition
apong individuals of the same kind, survival of the fittest
has fron the begimning furthered the production of the
higher type; but we see that to the unoetsing warfare
between species 1 minly Aue doth growth and orzenization
¢ « sInoonceivarle as have been the horrore caused by the
universal antaganisg which, beginning with the ochroniec
hostilities of sanll hordes tene of thousands of years ago,
has ended in the ocossional vaet dattles of i=mense
netione, we must nevertheless admit that without it the
world would still have deen inhadited only by men of 18
feeble typos sheltering in coves end living om wild food,
Thus Speneer was to evolutionary thought what fundasente
sllsts were to Christianity during this time. DBoth ook thelr
dootrines literelly., The¥ye wae no allezory in Genesis or »ore
anklogy in blology, anéd both fourht with little meertalinty,
Jerbert 3psnoer, unlike "arwin, worked diligently with thes problex
of wmar in relagtion to svolutichary oconcepts, and the sbove guote
does not fully ropresent hiec Viewa, “e will heer 3psnoer agsln,
ainoce he wee etill uriting in the nineties, and ie a primory
figure in relation to cur topic,
3ir Franeis Calton, "arwin‘s occusin, applied some cf
uT¥in‘e ooncepts to reproduotion and oazne up with a schese to
keep records of “superior” faamilliee for interdreeding., walton‘s
new sclance was called ‘onmloc.‘w Walter Bagehot wag snother
uriter who quiockly adopteld “/arwinese, " iils dook, Mhysics and
Folities, which first appeared in 1876 was eudbtitled ihoughis
an_the ipplioation of the Principles of “Hatural lslestion” an:

‘Inheritance” to Politiesl Soeiety.?® m 1t he concludea that:

wzmwm. 3o0iel m%, PPe 3,9. (It was Spencer who
actually ocoined the I BUYV of the fittest. ")

1941ome1rarn, Daywin and the inian Revolution, p. %25,

201514,




In every particular state of the world, those nations
wvhioh are the strongeet tend to prewvall over the others;
:gdb:ntgzrg::g.!!rkcd peculiaritiss the strongest tend

We will leave it to Thomas Henry !uxley to make the
transition between early Iarwinlan thought and the fin de siécle
decade, as the nineties were called. Y= was both a companicn of
Mrwin and 2 leading figure of the laszt deceade, and he spearw
headed the attempt to bring Darwinism to terms with moral and
political problexs,

Thomas :uxley, & self-.educated son of a clerk, was no
eagy convert to the 1deas of Darwin., 3Both Darwin and Fuxley were
Fellows of the Royal 3Society. 1hey met in 1851 and soon had a
working fgreement. tHuxley became Jarwin's specialist in the
field of zoology. lie used the term evolution before DAIWin, dul
1< not ocome to believe in evolution as transition between
specles until after the Origin in 1859, Le continued to hola
recervations about the theory, chiefly that 1t did not explein
the real cause of variation between spacles.zz

Nevertheless he became DArwin'’s gladiator and entered the
arana of Aoudbt., It was to uxley the famous question was posed
by Sishop Wilberforece who asked whether he traced his descent
Tfron a monkey through his grandfather or grandmother. iuxley's
reply was chamoteristic of his lethsl tactics:

v If there were an ancestor whoa I should feel sharxe
in reocslling 10 would rather be a man,,.Who...plunges

into sclentific questions with which he had no real
acquaintanoce, onhly to obscure them by an aimless rhetoric,

211h4.
221n14., p. 26,
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and distrxeat the attemtion of his hearers froa the zeal
5;;2:1? t:ag{‘ :{ o;iog::r;:dftﬁfgsumc and skilled

The battle coontinuned through the snd of the ocentury both
as a solentific and as a religious issue, 3ut by arwin’s death
in 1332 gensral acceptance had been wen for evelutionary ideas,
Intelligent religious people ocnoluded that Darwin had not ex-
clained why new species appsared and that Cod oould work through
the laws of nature. Not all Christiens took this attitude ac
cdspcngtrated in the U, 3, by the Seopes’® "aonkey trial” end the
fundamantalist upsurge, Yet acosptance there was, IRIWin uas
buried in Westzminster Addbey and Ruxley dsspaired of supporting
guch an orthodox cause.2%

AS %8 enter the nineties, the Darwinian legAacy 12 an
unocertain one. IRrwin declared that “"the stniggle betwean reces
depended entirely upon intellectual and moral qusutios."“ teot
apart from restrictions like these we cannot forget that hs saw
struggle between higher and lower wces with approval; the
defeat of the Turks and the progress of Anglo-3&axon  merica are
exarples already mentioned. We oannot say therefore that Drruin
¥as misinterpreted and "distorted” as George iasmyth says, une
lssz we overlook his prejudioce for the "favored rwges” which in
the case of humans were the ¢ivilized nations and sspecially
inglo-Saxons, n the other hand, we osnnot overloock Rrwin'’s omn
intentions, his emphasis on mutual cocoperetion and argument

szainst warfare as being contrary to naturel ssleoction, ilis own

231b1d., pp. 211-213, 265, 266,

2%1p14,, PPe 441, 442 and passim,
257aspyth, 508ial Progress, p. 278,
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contradiotory attituds toward war and violence and the diversity
of appeal in evolutionary concepts left the field wiée open for
debate on perhape the most popular subject of the nineties, war,
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CHAPTER TII

30CIAL DABWINISY AND WAR IN THE HINETIES

If one could find in AxwWin zany different suggestions,
how d1d others in the decade after 1890 apply the ococncepts of
evolution to men &and nations, and how 4id this affeot their
attitudes toward warfare? It uwas during thle decade that the
naoral, soolel snd politieal implicatione of evolutionary thought
were dedated, with religicus ocntroversy somexhat abated,

uxley attampted to face the morel problems resulting
froz Darwinisa. In Evolution and Ethics (1894) he salq:

From the point of view of the moraliat the animal world
18 on abo t the same level as a gladiator's show, Ihe
creatures are falrly well treated and set out to fight
~=Wherely the strangest, the swiftest and the cunningest
live %o fight another day., The cpcotatos6hua no need to
turm thumd down, as no quarter is glven,

Early man was no better off:

ee.the weakest and stupidest went to the well while the
toughest and ahrewdest, those who wers best fitted to
cope with their oirﬁun!;annea. but not the hest in any
other sense, survive

It is the history of civilization whioch tells us of san's
attempt to esoape this condision, says uxley. Evolution 1is
awey from primitive conditions. “Ethiocal pregress depends, not

26!houal . Muxley, Evolution end Ethics, and Cther !
{Londons Nasmillan anéd Company, PP.
paggnge Maxley says that evolution 1is not nocessarilr toward por-
fection, It BAy even dbe regresalive. .i0 ccafort from the harsh
proo;g? can be found in the “inoreased perfection of the progeny.”
P. 1 v

27&16. [} P. 20“6

'

)
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on iamitating the cosmio process, still less in running away fyon
1t, but in combating it."25 The struggle must continue, but
humanized, no longer gladiatorial, It demands self restreint,
helping others and fitting as many as possidle to survive, It
also dexzands duty of the individmual to the state, rather than
“self assertion in the name of rights, 29

To Muxley the etruggle was ohanged in nature and he
campaigned for detter technical educaticn and teaohers se¢ that
ngland could survive in the “war of induatry.“” In thie respect
uxley®s social TRrwinism.-it was certainly sooleal and DErwinien
~oyather thon deing militaristic and resctionary, hed an irpulse
to social reform, But this inpulse was limited by his view of
individual Sifferences, Ownership and economic sucoess sSpring
out of ‘native inequalities” which in turn gilve rise to “corre-
sponding political inequalities.” Thus to Fuxley the struzgle,
refined and sudblimated, ¥2as to bde ocarried on individually with
Property Aand power as {ts rewards within the nation, and in-
Austrial survival the goal in competition bLetween ﬂ-t:uma.31

To uxley industyy sas another form of war, a sudatiuts
for militarisa, Like modsm war the industricl war wis fought
with scientific weapons, Ingland had dropped bahind, he thought,

because there was no orghnized attempt to offer teshnioal

”Ib!d.. Ps e3.
nlb&ﬂo. P 820

O1v148., pp, 217-235.

BIM Buzley, "On the Maturel Ineguality of Ken, "

lifneteenth Century, XXVII (Jsanuary, 1390), pp. 20, 22.
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edueation to artisians, Only the application of aciencs to in-
dustry at all levels could improve methods and orgapization, In
this respect he supported in the late eightiea establishzent of
an "Imperial Institute” for industrial edusation, It was to be
state supported, Jjust as the armmy and navy bsoause, as he eaw i€,
“"the latter yeare of the century promise to see us enbarksd in
an industrial vay of far mcre seriocus import thmn the military
wars of 1ts opening yonrnq"Bz

In spite of this militant view of industrial relationa,
or sonversely, & sophisticatsd view of military conflict trens-
formed into escnonmic eonflict, Huxley did not adopt all of the
irperial armor avalilable to him in Darwinism, ¥He wns vory
cautious about the idea of roe and any supsricrity impolliad
therein, Se wamed others that such ¢lains were baszsald on speciu-
lation, not sclentific faest. ¥hila clailming impartiality in race
controversy he debunked the 1dea of race characteristics with
his unique wit:

The combinatiaon of swarthineas with
stature adove the average and a
Iapactiality of & moagrersd) | oot

Mixley*s view of nature was a violent one. Prinoce Peter
Xropotkin did net ses nature or svolution that way, Iropotkin
¥as a Russian ariastosrat who devoted hie 1life te study., ils
obsarvations in Sibdberia led hir to a different view of the evo-

lutionary process than that of Muxley, e had become an snarshist

32 e0nard Muxley, Life snd Letters of Themes Henry Huxley,
Vol, Il (Londen; Maemillaii &nd Company, 1900J, Pe 153,

Brra., p. 269,
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and fled to Europe where he pudlished and lectursd widely in
support of his revolutionary anarehisz. In 1090 he pudlished
in ®ngzland, Mutual Ald, A Paoctor in Evoluticn, whioh was an

attasck on Huxley‘s view, Zather than a blood-letting competition
between menbers of the sane species, he saw progress Laeed o
coopeyation, man having progressed farthest besause of his "zsccilal
qualities.” Be Aescrided two things whioch impressed him suring
his 31bderian obdeervatimne:

ne of thez was the extreme severity of the struggle

for existence whioh most species of animale have to

oarry on agajinet in inclement nature,,.and the other

was that,..! falled to find although I was eagerly
loocking for it -« that DijCer struggle for the meane of

existenos among animals belonging to the eame saglea...:’“
Thus we have two views of nature, one emphasizing violenoe,

the other harmony; :fuxley's led him to support individual eocononic
coupetition, Kropotkin‘s led him to cazpaign for loose communal
socleties of intelleotuals and workers. Both held escmman sround in
caxspeigning for bdetter teohniscal education fer mﬂero.”

Eynst Rasckel, Gorman professor at the Imiversity of
iowa, scientist an@ sooial orisio, was an igporsant thirnker in
this dooado." n ingland he was widely read and was a cloze

Miaenyth, social Prosress, v, 75,76, (lotuslly Darwin
o, M

had made the same © th, p, 274,)

”xrovontn ocuriously left romm for struggle as eooperdtion
uas betveen memabers of the “same specles.” 3ee ropotkin's

artiele, "Brein wWork end Manual ¥Work, " The Nineteenth Centuxry,
XXVII (Maren, 1990), pp. 467-473,

3xoat of Hasokel'’s Looks were trunslated into nzlish, At
lense seven of his worke vuye elither translated and pubtlished or
republisded 1n Lomdon during the nineties., He mas not asceepted mn-
critieally, but signifisansly, most of the odjestions were against
his ansi.religicus views and olésy seiemoe (many of these trens-

lations were thirty yesre old or more). “¥. Renan in 1848, " ihe
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personal friend of ifluxley. I[(juxley supported Haeckel‘'s attempt
to elininate the assocolation, eapecially atraig in jermany,
between sccialism and evolution., Haeaskel's remarks are
startling freank, Instead of evolution being sooialist, 1t wxms

“aristoeratie,” Arsuing typloally from a blologleal analozy
he saysi

The theory of selection tsaches that in human life,

&6 in animal and plant 1life everywhers, ,,, only e
snall and chosen minority esn exist and flourish,

while the enormous ma jority eg;rve and periech miseradbly
and more or less preuaturely.

tis description of the naturael state of things is =211
axainet all, individual against all others, no aympathetis co-
cperation needed, Adsm Saith would surely have relished ths
fecllowing which 13 a classical statement of individualist scclal
iBrwinisme

the ocruel and usrociless struggle for existence which
rages throughout all living naturs ... this ungeasting
and inexorable competition of all living creaturass, is
an ingontestadle racts only the pioked minority of the
ualified fittest is in 8 position to resist it suocess-

1ly, while the great majority of the competitors muat
necessirily perish miseradbly. ¥We may profounily laaent
this tmaglo state of things but we can neither controvert
it nor alter it. “Bany are o8lled but few are chosen”...
The seleation, the ploking out of the "chosen cnes" 1is
inevitably connected wi the arrest and destruction of
the remaining na jority.

Judging by the violent frame of mind thess words sees to
portray, our first ixpulse 1s to classify ~aeckel as a good

spectator, LXVI (June 6, 1891), pp. 795-796) and “Philomophy #nd
3 go ogy, - The kestminater heview, CXXXV (Farch, 1891), pp. 323~
25.

37800 Huxley ‘s introduotion to fmst Haeockel'’s Freedom
in Solence and Teasching (New York; D. Appleton and Comp&ny, 1879),
PP. Vill &nd XIX, AS eho title euggestas it was intended to foster
educaticaal teform by freeing education frow the grips of relicious,
political and escientifie dogmatism,

J9:aeckel, Freedom in Hcience and Teaching, PP. 92, 93
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1lluatrasion of the link batween scolal DeRrwinism and militarism.
That HBaeckel was a pacifist comes then a8 3Jomething of a surprise,
In History of Creaticn, published in 1870 just Hefore the Frenco-
Prussian war, he satd:

ihis infea ous militarism, this ocancer of oontemporary
Purope, hea assuned an absolute and unprecedented
preponderence sinoce universal military service ...

has been united ,.. with the Barmanent amy that servesg
absolutist and dynastio ends,

How omme this s06ial Darwinist to sueh a position? He
arguess that humaniterians would be indignant if erippled infants
were put to death as the Spartans did, dut

¢e1athis same humanitarian civilization finds 1t
quite natural that with each explosion of wWar ,..
hundreds and thoueands of the most vigorous youths
should be exposed to the chances of battle! ind
why, I dcngBd, ie %his flower of the population thus
massacred?

Emst Haackel offers an interesting study because he was
an early convert to evolution, friend of DrRIwin, and lived to

gsee the "Creat War,"™ His book, Etemity, was published while the

39 “nagckel’s Coversion to ¥ilitarism, * The Literary Digest,
LIv (January 13, 1917?), p. 65.

uol&ld-. P. 65. As the title of this article suggests the
author bellieved Haeokel to have a convert to militarism, His
evidence 1s that in subsequent GCerman editions of Histo of
Ccreation in 1872 and 1879 these passages wers deleted, Eﬁe charge
1a strengthened by noting that Baeckel's extyeme anti-.oclericalisz
coincides in time with Bismark‘’s Kulturimnpf againet the Catholie
Church, To the charge that this Is simply another example of a
serman intellectual selling out, this author haz found no ex-
planation and oexrtainly offers no apology. The facts are daming,
It 18 inconcelvable that later sditions did not refleoct the
author's om permisgion, 1Two things must be noted, however,
First, Af at this time laecksl was bending to political pressure
and the popular success of 3erwarn ammsg, it was against the logle
apringing out of his: viewsa an natural selection and evelution,
Nationalisn and anti-clericalism were his motives, not "Darwinism, ™
Sscond, in Etoiglgz he discusses his views on evolution and war,
e reaffirms 8 pacifism, though he remains a nationaliat in
the finsl reckoning, as a«lmost everyone else dlqd,
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wWaAr was in progress, and i1s both evoclutianary and paocifist, le
abhorred the war tut remains thoroughly nationalist, /s a
zember of pacifist organizations, he says that he campajgned to
prevent the "inevitable tut bloodlsss ‘campetitive struggle’ from
degenerating into a bloody and murderous struggle for existence. "
A8 & pacifist "on principle” he believed in "mutual tolerence*
between nations, cooperation for "cultural work in the aervice
of humanity” and the elimination of “rude foryoe" by ocourts of
arpitration, Human progress was toward a "lasting peace” with a
neutralworld ocousrt having authority and power to enforoce its
doclslona.tu

e was nevertheless, a striot believer in evolution.
e lamented the “over-estimstion” of 1life reflected in refusal
to grant eapital punishment and euthanasis, fis '"monistic
religion" called for "Spartan selection” - killing deformed
infants or allowing terridbly wounded soldiere death, This was the
proper balance between "ego and altrulsm” and the real uway to
realize the golden rulo.“z
"Underestization” of personal 1life was slso opposed on
evolutionary grounds. Dexands made by soclety on the indlvidual
in war were tregio decause the most pronising young men were
killed, iHis ooncern for German deAd was greater and a concept

of race was the reasoni

Thess losses are especially hard for us Gernans, since
she intelleoctual and eduoational level amang us and our

~1m‘t Haeokel,

%21v14., pp. 33-35.
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austrian ally is mich higher on an avexage than

azong our opponents, and therefore the personal

life~-velue $s also much higher. A single one of

the finely educated German warriors, such as now

fall by the thousands, alas! has a higher

intellectual and morxzl life-value than hundreds

of rude savages froa Afr&s& or elsewhere, whom

tngland oppeses to then,
Lace fratermization in the war he saw as a danger to ingland
and the "white race” as a uholo.uh

Thus Haeckel provides a physical link between IBTwin

and world War I, Some of his rhetorioc is Qquotably zilitaristic
in tone, le exhibits a strong recial-nationalist tendency
springing out of his evolutionary ideas, Yet close inspection
hag revealed him to be pacifist in sympathy, activity, and
doctrine., His anti-militaristic stand we have seen, moreover,
proceeds logleally out of his evolutionary views. Ceorze hRasmyth
quotes only the violent scunding passage from Hreckel., It ia
izportant to note 2lso that Nasnyth's book was written at the
bezinning of the war and associates the distortion of Darwuin by
sone soclal MarvWinist as primarily a Cerman phenomonan.us This
i8 not to doubt the common 1dea that in Germany Marminisn wasg
often ocalled to support the philosophy of foroe. The point 1is
that in this case the distortion is Nasmyth's at the expense of
llaeckel and at the expense of our understanding of the inmense
variety vhich charactericed Marwinisn, From the american side

as well as the English, our perception is still incalculably

“3Ib1d.' PPe 36437. 1t is interesting to note that
iyaeckel belleved the “"proper balance of ego and altruisa“ would
lead the eduoated pan to “gladly offer up his life for the
preservation of the fatherland, ” p. U6,

MIbid es Po 37.
“5Nasmyth. Sooial Progross. pp. 4-67, 69 and passin,
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affeoted by cur war experience, As Richard Hofstadter points
out, soeial Mmrwinisms received a mortal blow when we entsred
the war beoause, as part of the “philosophy of forse' emanating
frow thinkers like Nietzsche and von Bernhardi, it became an
“eneny dc:».st::'!.uo.'“6 Vernon Kellog chareeterized the (erman at-
titude as a "orude Iarrinism Mithlessly applied to the affairs
of nations, w7

Another writer blamed by Nasmyth for distorting Darwin is
Herdert Spencery, Indeed, it 18 impossible to study the develop-
ment of social Darwiniem without him. lis talent for genereli-
zation led him to popularize the blologloal *jump’ from the werld
of animals to human sosiety. ¥Nriting profusely even thraugh a
11€e time of addiotion to morphine and opilum, he produced works
on paychology, blology, scaiology and ethiass, Himmelfarv de-
soribes him thus: "Spenecer was the Viotorian philosophe, & oivil
engineer anéd jocurnalist by profession, inventor by avecation,
rationalist and athiest by sonvietion, ... and popularizer by
tompummmt."“a

As With the other writers dealt with in this study ve
cannot snter into Spencer's work in full, only as it rslates to
zilitarisms The volume of his writings and diverseness of his
fields prevent this, eapecially in thie day of specialization,

Spencer's love for genexalizing and reoing over broad territory
with no morTe enpirical footing than a few exanpless was described

%mrihdbor. Soctal mywinism, pp. 198-200.
%1v24., p. 200,
48zymmelfarb, DAywin and the Marwinian Revolution, p. 222.
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by Buxley who said that Spencer'’s “"idea of a tregedy was a
deduction killed by a t‘mt.""’9

His general view of evolution was one of the growth of
anioals and sooieties froa siapler forss to more complex, from
uniformity to a higher state, "heterogeneity, " until a stage of
"equilibration” was reached. Pollitically this stage was based
on natural rights with the ethiocal restreint to do as one
Pleased 80 long as other's rights were not impaired, The role
of the state was totally negative - a policenman to ensure rights,
On these grounds he therefore opposed any state legislation for
the poor or less fortunate, Individualism, self help, lseissoez~
faire econounios, a belief in the prooess of struggle rewarding
those who are most adble and benefiscial to the rece as a whole
are the assuaptions of Spunoor.so

We have already noted Spencer's extravagant praise of
war as a sethod of human evolution and progress, war led to
social coopsration, and organization of states, Universal com-
petition encouraged the “least favorably modified” to adspt to
necessary conditions “"with loss of life asa the penalty for
failure, =1

Froz these idess we would certainly eonolude that Spencer

was & blood-thiraty philolophof of forece., Yet LAf we follow
3pencer's thinking to the and -« both in substance and time, we

114,
S0goretadter, S8ocial Darwiniem, pp. 36-38, 40,b1.
51

Nasayth, Soolal Progress, p. 64,
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will see a very different oonoclueion. As Nasmyth notoa.52 his
Philosophy takes a different turm in Principles of Sociology
{16876~96)

¥ark now, however, that while this merciless discipline
of Nature “red in tooth and claw, " has been essential

to he progress of sentient life, its persistence through
all time with all creatures must not be inferred,..
recofnicing our indebtedness to war for forming great
comnmunities and developing their struoctures, we may yet
infer that the acorued powers, availlable for other
aotivities (protection of rights), will lose their
original activities. While conoceding that without these
perpetual bloody strifee, oivilized sooleties ocould not
have arisen, and that an sdngttd form of Euman nature
fierce as well as inte gent, was nee «se the

brutality ... will dilappoar.53

Spencer ocurtly makes his conclusion by stating:
From war has been gained all that it had to
give ... Only further evils are to dbe looked
from thosﬁontlnuanoo of militancy in civilized
nations,
To Spencer the blological analogy had limited applications,

Primitive nen were like animals in nature, ocompeting against

circumstances and other creatures for life. But the analogy does
not fit later stages, 'Natural seleotion” was to Spencer a mis-

conception ~ it implied & passive humanity and a favorably active

saalthoush Nasmyth recognigzes sone prohidbition against
war, he terms this a “"qualifiocation” of his theory (Social
Progress, p. 14) when in fact, it 18 a logloal outgrowth, If
husan nature is developing, then previous stages were not essential))
they were adaptations to peculiar circumstances and needs, This
is how Spencer viewsd dbardberism. Evolution 1s progressive not
imitative of earlier defunct stagee. Man could evolve mentelly
and ethioally es well as physically.

Nasmyth further charges 3pencer with distorting Darwin
and transferring by bileloglosl analogy animal sgtrife to human
strife. He lunps Spencer with Berunhardi and other social IBrwinists
who apperled to the aunte who waged war as a justification for
human war (8oeial Progress, pp. 64-68).

531v1a., p. 14,15,
S41pad,



2
agent oelled "¥ature.” BRathsr, he saw progress is through
“"artificial selection”" - as Darwin used the idea in relation to
& bresder of pigeons, Iince neture wag an aggregate of “blind"
fornes, aome favoring life, others not, man developed past the
prizitive stage because he could cantrol the process of evo-
lution, ¥en could leaimm, human ccniscicusness could be altered
by education and pas@ed cn frox one generation to another, his
doctrine was called the inheritance of acquirved charncteristics,
and was the dhaeis, during the decade, of a furiocus debats destween
Iparcer and August welsman, whe held that acquired characteristics
dis with the dody 00113.55

¥hat kind of soclety should man, the sgent-gelector,
evolve to? Or more relative to our subject, what is the man of
peace to do with man the warrior, the barbarian? Fortunately,

Spencer addressed himself to these qQusations in Pacts and Comments,

rublished in 1902, His fully developed, or "fittest" man 1is ro
barbarian:

Considered in respeet of their fitness for 1ife,
individual and eo00ial), thoee in whoz the altruilastio
sntinents predoainate are far superior to those who,
with powvers of perception and resascning of the highest

55ﬂnibert Spencer, Ina of Natu Selecti
(London: Williame and Norgate, s PP. 10-12, » ANe&lther
this book nor MF and ﬁm“' cited next, is dealt with by
Nasmyth, This sglon 18 incanceivable if one is to deal fairly
with Spenceyr and militarism, since these works represent his
nost intense effort to deal with this subject, ccinciding with
a peak in publie interest, The question arises, who distorted
whom? D& the followers of Darwin Aistort his evolutionary
synthesis into orude militarism, contriduting to the World War?
Or 414 the World War (or both Wars) distort ocur perspective of
social Darwinism into & memstery doctrine of war? Nasmyth's
omiesions and the case of Haeckel argue the latter case &g being
at least equally as wvalid as the first,
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kinde Join anti.soolal roau%- ~ unscrupulous egoisz
and disregard of fsllow men,

Spencer was anti-militarist and anti-imperial, ne of
his last public acts defore health forced him to private writing
was in 1882 when ha formed the Anti-Aggression league against
war with Prederic larrison and Lord Morley, iie oppoesed the
30er wer as an imperialist war, He opposed imperialisn bectuse
1t implied sudordination by ecercion of slave to nntor.”

Although our present topic is not militarism in geneml,
Spencer desorides this spirit sc prevalent at the sentury‘s end
and attasks 1% with great vitaliSy, He pointed out that an
izperial sosiety whioh diminighes liberty of others adbroad doss
the same at heme, The master bscomes ths slave, ™Mis process

he saw in the rieing oost of foreign asdventures and the

56zerbert Spencer, Facts and Comzents (lew Yorks D.
Appleton and Company, 1902)y p. #6, It 1# memoreble that this
nigh 1dealisnm was used in practice to support laissez faire
capitalism, and the miniasl state 1dea, Consequently there
was no chegk on the 'heroic entrepreneur,” s extreme individu-
@llan beosae agsosiated in AmericA with oonservatism and monoe
polistio exploitation as pointed out dy Hofstadter in the
Introdustion and page 202 of Scocial Dazwinism in Ameriecan Thought,
iofstadter 1s certainly correct in painting the unappealing
aspaots of S or's Darwinian individuslisa; there arxre other
aspects of it that we might notice., If thers 1s no guarentee
that individuale will benefit the pudlic in a eemi-anarchic
g800lety, there i3 no guarsntes that the liherml state, without
effective acontrol, ¥vill either, The evidense 1s that cur
government in relation to war making deoisions 1s out of pudlic
coniral:. The Sxecutive, as William J, Fulbright has pointed out

i1 Arrogance of Power has deen operating without the restraint
of Z‘Fm"ma:a.“ The inTiuence of the ‘military-industrial oozplex”
is highly suspsct.

It 10 in thie respect that Spenger's individualiss,
reclsting the intrusion of a niliterily dominated governnent in
private life, appealing to the sscnomio and roral burden rssuliing

from imperial intesvention adroad, seems to reccver gsone of its
sanaeness and norvkl good sense,

57Spmoor. Pagts and Comments, pp. 157-~160.
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curtailment of the adbility of Parliament to question the govem
ment, worse than anything else, the citizen become "sexrf of the
state” mAy pAy with his 1ife if military service was compulsory.sa

e bemoans the practice of target practice and public
4rilling samong the volunteer militia, From this,
& revived interest in war necessarily resulted; and
the partially dorment instinct of the savage, readily
aroused, have deen exercising themselves if not on
actual foes then on foes conceived to be invading us.59
He points to the populsar "Salvation Army" and its megazine

The War Cyy with 1ts motto "Blood and Mre" as illustyating the

violent frame of mind, From its hymns were sgung lines like these:
¥ade us warriors forever, Sent us into the field
of fight .., We shall win with fire and hlood ...
stand to your armsa, the foe is nigh, The powers of
7ell surrvund ... the of battle ie at hand; Go
forth to glorious war,

These saze songs were sung in chuxch services sending
troops to South ifrica, Churches also sponsored Church Iads
drigades with uniforms, arms and A4rill. Ministers argued for
public military instruotion in the achoo_is. Mobs attacked war
dissenters while police stood aloof, The Gioat Exhibition of
1851, a very pacifist event, was commenorated with a grest
military display in 1901, In the inorease of "athletlcisn,”
vinlent scooer matches and ocock-fights, he saw a perverted love
of dbrutality. Literature, Jjournalism, and art hed all been
alding the prooessof'rebardbarization,” Thles of bloodshed poured

from the press. Rudyard Xipling was singled out as Joining

551pid,, pp. 161171,
59Md.. P 1?60
601p14., p. 178,



"nins-tenths of real paganism™ with "one-tenth of nomin]l
Christianity“ into an 1dolization of the soldier and glorifi-
cation of "brute forece' in school 1“0.61
Ko finer candesmation of militarisa from the period san
be found than this, and it 1s from the 1lips of an evolutionist,
8 social Darwinist, end a believer in survivel of the fittest
(he coined the terz).
8ince Spencer was writing in the twilight of his yesars,
w3 nay well ask what was done with his work, How was he re-
presented by other writers? C, O, Ovimngton, a Jjourmnalist uriting

for the Westminster Esview <during the upheaval of the Boer wWar,

provides an interesting exaaple. ke sould reasonably expect the
hesat of cochauvinism to test the mettle of 3pencer. If his evo~
lutionary doctrines werxe in support of a philosophy of foroe they
would certainly be exposed in this war, a test case for socoial
Jarwinisnm,

Ovington opens his lengthy artiocle with a long oamplsint
against "literary Jingoes” wWho misuse evolutionary ideas for
inperial wars, Thess Jjingoes believed that peace wag degenerative
and was the cure for national sceial ills, Ovington aptly labels
these ideas “reagtionary dialeotios. 62

Ke appeals to Herdert Spencer as the antidote tc advoecates
of slaughter. Fror Spenoer he advances the dbelief that only de-

fensive war 18 gloriocus. Armad services are mere proteotors of

611w44,, p. 172185,

625, o, Ovington, "Nar and Evolution, " Ke ster Review
CLIII {Apr1l, 1900), p. 411. Spencer also expru'ug la Ec" ense ol
dlsappointment agd doudbt in the utility of evolutionary thoughts

to solve soolal problems. (Himmelfarb, DRrwin and the Darwinian
Bevolution, p. B31).
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industry, whioch 1s the real basis of nationsl strength., Ardi-
tratian; not ways 1s the selutien to intemational eenfliot.
Though war served scme early benefit in forming societies, no
further bdensfits remain, The “purifying process’ of struggle
18 now oarried on by “industrial war® whish is the final stage
of evolution, The progress froa ™militancy to industrialisz”
will never reasch a Utopian level, Iternal struggle will continue,
for the preseunt, to ayush mu'ddtnis “for the advancenent of the
race, " but militazism can bdbe suppressed and sosieties “controlled
by lav” and °“deneficence.” Not only can military war be
sbolished, but the infustrial war can be eventually "mitigated, 0>

Thwue far we have considered the 1deas of Huxley, Spencer,
and Ovington, Ruxley viewed the natural world with pessinism,
The “cosaic process” was brutal; ethical ssn met resist it, lle
could resist by eivilising himself and by ocoustruoting a state,
But severe campetition there would alwmys be. 3Jpencer and
Ovingdon also viewed svelution as basiocslly a harah proocess,
wozking for future good, but never reaching a utepia, retro-
gression being possible. Mem ooild changs (voluntarily, by
education), tut not so caapletely that cocupetition would be
eliainated, e might desoribe the attitudes of dboth as sauntious

optinism,

63 des PP. 312-420. I8 L8 Spencer's oppoeition to war
that agrees with. Hs does eita, in the sanner of
lthus, the idea that excess populagion striggling for work 1s
the 'j:a;nm neoessity” for naturel selection to work. But he
recosnizeg the lialfation of natural law decause economic suococess
does not rewmyd virtue or recognize social tiaegsdy, e cites
uxley as a compromise between Socilalisz (ochange dy legislation)
ané Spenger's Individuslism (voluntary evolutionary change),
ihuxley would admit to state legislation, Mut still meintains ocom-
petition,
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Alexmnder Mtherland, an asunstiulian joumalist and
author, represents a 4ifferent view of evolution, FKe 18 a total
aptinist, To him evolution 4ld not mean fixed laws of brutal
oombat recurring etemally and marking the rise and fall of
nations, RNather, he saw in history a process of ehange affecting
attitudea towayrd warfare., History tslls us, he says, that,
seeWith the birth and death of centuries, human
synpathy has dean develop and,..as8 1t grew,
1¢ has deen sapping the military sp it. A =minute
wmu: brings the sonviction that this denefleient
gz...u novw sore vital and nore eotive than
cver.
de exazines ng ish history to ahow this “deneficemt”
prooess, Beginning with the comsing of Teutonic tribes, ilfe was
aade

one long fercolcus nightaare, wherein no ocecupation was
of any repute sava that of the warrier, nor any pureuilt
oepable of kindling ardour eave that of slaughter...
Peacefuliinfustry was degreding and fit only for slaves;
and & pan‘s surest paseport to the heaven of uuu.l. Wae
to dle amnid the frenzied slaughtar of battle,

The prustice of massacTe wes only restruined by the need for

foroed labor., eads were used for deecretion) infants were

Playrally caught on apear polnt.“
Pros this darharie situation nedieval custom bLemn Lo

rogulate wer and combat, ¥ith the grosth of law and & strong

“Aimw Sutheriand, "The Xatural Declins of =apfare,”
The MNineteenth Century, xz.v (Aprn. 18’99). Pe 5?9. 'm- art.mle
is an mt? rowth of his dook : X0 .
Instinet {(1898) in which he T ¥ : ST
the lower anisals to man, 56 “The nuvalopnuus or nnuultes.
the 32!-“‘!%? LAXXI (July 2, 1898), ppe 17,18, for a criaic.al

goussion this work, 3ee "ilexander ﬁutmrhnd.

idthenasnum, II (Cotodber 11, 1902), pp. 486,487, for a El"smpmaax

noté,
=9 PPe 570, S71.
66 1vya,
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kirng, the “kings peace” and the “ordssl Ly battle" began to
ameliorate the brutality, Aifter a siege women and children
wers epared, thouzh men taken in arms were killed, or as willlan
tha Conqueror did, the hands and feet of leaders might be cut
off, Finally oame the "Truoce of God" instituted by the Church
which seemed in 1t3 day "ge wild as 1n our days a proposal for
disarpament may seem,” The truce called for no fighting froz
wednegday evening until Honday morning of each week, and none on
holy dﬂ¥6.67

In the Tudor period the "lust of killing as in 1t :elf
a delight“ disappeared, Civilians, except in religiocus wars,
ware not slaughtered, war became the business of gentlemarn, snd
thinkers like Crotius developed ooncepts of intemationsl law.63

In the present period, 3utherland pointed out, people
went unarmed and instead of slaying the wounded, Lattlefield
surgeans cared for thom.69 illa attitude towerd the present 1is
e falr indliecation of what was so distasteful about the Victorianas,
thelr noxal certainty and sense of righteousness, isctuzlly oneo
pixht have argued that Sutherland‘®s progress overlocked ths law
of diminishing retumms, A& fighting bvecame more “humanized” by
medloal care and intermational conventions, 1t probadbly became
zoxe tolemble, moro 18 no end to the literature on prepsrction
of fudyard Kipling's “Tommy Atkine” for the battlefield., Pubiiloe

concern was fooused on everything from his education in school

671b1d., pp. 570,571,
681p14,

69“16. » Pe 575,



tc his milicary training, his weapons, and his ecare befove,
during and after the battle, One oannot but wonder what in-
sulating effeot thia had on the publioc mind--the 1dea that modem
wethods of war were better, the product of “prosgress.”
Sutherland adds to this impression by saying that
although armies were larger, warfare was "imamensely diminished.”
War was “much rarer” and briefer, Modern weepons, though nore
destructive, had actually killed only one out of ten thousand
of the population, Compared to the Middle Ages this was one-
hundreth as dutruotln."o
All of these developments had resulted in "redical changes
in human nature.” Even in the bardarioc and medieval periods,
Sutherland saw the "softening mood of men, " tempers growing
milder, the “ourrent of history"” pushing men, and “glant forces”
working for the grovth of husan aympathy, He applied his evo-
lutionary Mrwinism with unquenched optimism:
['_mo growth of sympathy/ ,..1a a natural process, through
which brutal and unsymapthetic straina by slow degrees
aye worked out leaving the earth to be possesnsed by the
syanpathetic,...36e what breeders can do by persistent
oulling of their flocks, And a natural process culls
the human race with equal efficiency.’l
‘The "culling® process will be carried out because brutal
individuals will not mate as suoccessfully and therefore will not
leave as many offspring, The "honest, hslpful, kindly cospetitor”
has a better chance of leaving prosperous grandchildren, F£aces
(or nations) also will prosper if they have intermal cohesion

while others are torn by dissent and strife, as Germany prior to

701b14., P, 576.
?11b1d., PP, 5764577,
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1870 1llustretes, iluman will oan only ald this process a little,
the "influence of nature [ieln§7 hugely prapondorant.”?a

Thus far we have emmined the ideus of represaentative
golentists, social thinkers, and Jjournalists, all utilizing
evolutionary conceptas, These concepts have been applied to many
soolal gquestioneg with varying success as later generations zoy
Judge, In our study, however, it 18 beconing evident that thexe
was a body of social thinkerw diligently applying evolutionary
concepts to the problems of war and militarism, They opposed
cr.auvinism, Jjingoism and militarism on variocus grounds, Huxlieay,
Spencer, laeckel and Ovington did so on the general grounds tnat
physical comdbat 1s primitive and that struggle 1s to be sub-
limated into industrial competition. 3Sutherland saw war as a
passing phenomsnon, with evolutionary forces working a changs in
human nature, The important point is that they arrived at thelr
conclueions in ways logloally consistent with the ARreinian aonw
cepts they used,

If these "soocisl Darwinists” do not reveal any preference
in their thinking for the "call for dlood” desorided by Barzun,
we mAay &gk ourselves if there were not other concepts which d4id
connect them with war and militarisn, was not the idea of superior

race used to Jjustify war, and especially in Ingland, imperial war?

?21b1d., Pp. 577,578. This rather fantastic set of 1deas,
derived from ¥in, well i1llustiates the degree to which science
had displaced religion and sven in Comptean fashion, assumed the
function of the thing it displaced. Instead of Jod gulding
earthly events, Sutherland has “unseen force,” a “great under-
flowing ocurrent,” “glant forces, ” and "great, slow world forces"”
which Calvinistically are neither "made noyxr marred by human
effort.” These forces are sweeping man toward & millenial ado-
1iticn of war, in the prospect of wiiich “"we may rest in faith”
on the tide of human sympathy.
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in conneotion with race, imperlallism and war, we wili excrmlne
the thougntz of three nen wWho were particularly concernsd with
theso ideas, 3enjamin Kidd, J. ¥. Tobertson and Edmond @=molins,
.x11 were prominent in the 1890°'s and all worked within the
frameviork of evolutionary ldeax, within this fremework each
Gdeveloped his own unlque theory., Their conolusions further
preaent the diversity within soolal [Rrwinisa. Thsy and others
ocongidered with thea provide more exmmples of how soolal
krwinists met the oritiscal subject of imperial war,

cdmond Demolins stsrtled the so-called “Anglo-Saxon”
world as well as his own countrywen in Frence when he published

& book titled Anglo Saxon Superiority: iv What it is Duie,
Published in 1897, the book seemed to be an overture for the

Fashoda orisis and the Spanish-inericen war, In two years it
went through ten I'rench editions, in ané year two English

edl tians, and wae even tranglated into several Oriental, as well
ag otner auropean languages, A contemporary writing from the
knglish viewpoint sald of Usmolins that ‘o modern author has been

zore widely resd and trenslated. 73

(n the flyleaf of ths Look
is a map of the world with an inseription by the author which
seene to fulfill the expsctation of its contents created dy the

title.:

e map 1llustrates the extreordinkry power of expansion
of that race which seems destined to susceed the FRoman
Zmpire in the govermment of the world, The parts ocoupled
by the Anglo-Saxon moe are shaded and the islands are

731!1” Bethan-Edwards, French len Women and Fooks: .
series of Nineteenth Centuyy Studies (London: Chapman and (lll,
19107, p. 178,
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underlined; the parts that are only thmtm,ﬁ as
2xypt and the Argentine Republioc are dotted,

ihe reaction of a French reviewer, idocuard Orunont, glves

& fulr 1ndloation of the climate of opinion aplced bitter by

racial 1deas. Jrumont says;

If the English trample us underfoot it 18 because we
are no longer ourselves,..fingland is governed by states-~
men, wé are really governed by Jews and coa?gpolltane.
of Whom our statesmen are but the flunkeys,

Tumont ehides Denolins for not seeing this truth and hopes that
there may come ocut of the bosom of the nation some
anti-ijenites, some representatives of traditi mal
ideas, who lawfully and after a resular trial, zay
bring about the execution 8:‘ a few notable cosmopolltans,
guilty of aotual treason,’

The seed-bed in whish this rather grotesgque opinion flourished

wag the agltation surrounding the trial of a Jewish aImy officer,

Captain Treyfus, who had besn convioted of spying.,. The trial cf

Ireyfue split the Prench nation much as the Boer wWar split cGreat

ﬁrltaln."? In both csses the honor of the arny was at stake

{ French reacstionaries had suppressed evidemnce of & forgery that

had led to Dreyfus' oonviotion). In both os&sges, though in a

different woy, the 1deas of race played an important part, in
the ofse of Britain the honor of the army was at stake beczuae a

suppcesdly superior mge suffered an unexpected reverae at the

hands of a emRll number of NMuteh farmers., In the case of the

?45amond Demolins, Anglo-3axon Superiority: To wWhat it
13 Iue (London: The Leadanﬁﬁ Press, Igsai. H?*ea!‘ anc Fﬁ Tace

Pe XxVviil,

75Quobod in Demolin‘'s anglo-Saxon Superiori PD. 417,
%18, from [a Libre Parole, 21 Jﬁge.iM?.

76 Demolins, Anglo-Saxon Superiority, p. 418.

77mv1d fhomson, 2urope Since Napoleon (New York: Alfred
e fnopf, 1962)' Pe B,
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Frenon, the humillation resulted from the alleged batmyal of
the French nation by a Jew, is led to agitation like that of
Cxusont for extreme actions agginst Jews, Demolins did not
vartiolpate in this kind of sentirent, however,
smolinn’ 1dea was that English superiority ocould bve
attributed to the quality of their soeial organization and 1te
predominanoce over political power, The eventual triumph of sJaxon
over Celt, Anglo, Tane, and Norman proved the "power of privats
1ife” over military oonquorort.78
In contmat to the French, 3axon-Bagland had twe Alatirat
advantages, PFiret, the character of her government was irl.
viduallstio: 1¢ ensoureged the solution of moscial problems by
Priwate initlats rathsr Chan deprsnding on thes group or com-
winistio method. 7he second zreat contrast was in the fle.s of
sducation, family life, and labor. &Englishmen were "seolf.szacs
e " who, because of their care and sohooling, were superior
Young men brought up the Anglo-daxon way -« that is,
nade strong in their bodies, accustomed to material
faocte, having always been treatsd as men, trained to
rely oo themsslves alone, and looking upon life as a
hattle (the Christian view of 1life) -~ b4FXring a super-
sbundances of youthful strength to ocope with the di1f-
ficulties of existence: they anjoy WShese difficulties,
thay expect thes, triumph over thems Citted as they are
for snn”. they improve in the midst of it as in thelr
slemant,
In eontrast to theee "happy warriors” Prench ohildren
sere dosinated by parents who arrengsd marriages. Instead of
Lelng industricis, Frenchmen chose to have small famsiliesn,

“vensh schools were too regimaented to esnocurage initlative and

73&:011113. Anglo-Saxon Superiority, pp. xvil-xxv,
79“1&., Pa 103,
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too speculative for an incustrial society. 3inoe a few sovern-
rient positions provided the only chance for profeasion and
respoctability much French education was spent mostly in
"cremming” for these exame instead of useful learnlng.3°

Thus far Dsmolins has identified himself firmly &8 a
socinl Mrwinist, idis frequent use of the concepts of micae,
fitness, strursgle and survival are unmistakable 1dentifilentions,
He alsoc has sided with the Spencerian individualist band of
mryinism, To him the process of evolution is the triumph of
the independent minded Saxon principle over the Celtio, which
ig socialistic and the Korman which tends toward nobviliy,

B1

"Nandlordisn” and militarisn, fnother 3pencerian churmeteristic

is seen 1n the Saxon abllity to work: “Inglishmen produce in the

shortest aaocunt of tirme, the greatest amount of work, so as to be

able to take afteruards the longest spell of rent.“82

How does Demolintc treat the subjects of rece, war, and
rzilltarisn? If we were going to stereotype him as one of those
who participated in the “call for blood, " we could find some
pasanges which seem to demonstrate this., XNasmyth quotes Derolins
in thie fasnions

vhen one yace shows itsself superior to another in the
various externals of douestic life, it inevitably,..
gets the upper hand...and estadblishes predominance,
Whethey this predominance is asserted by peaocsable

mneans or f'eats of arme 1t 1s,.,.unreservedly acknowledgs:

ees that ¢Shis law is the only thing which acoounts for
the history of the human race and the revolutions of

801n14,, pp. 140,141,
811v44., p. 169.

821b1d., 157,354,



empires, and that,..it explains and Jjustifies the
appropriation by Duropeans of territories in isia,
Afrieca, and g%m. and the whole of our coloniai
development,

Without doubt DIemolins supported imperialism., =t this
represontation owsocures the fact that he was anti-militariast in
the strongest sense, flthough past ezpires had been esthlisghad
ty arms, a8 the Doman Zmplre and the expansion of Loule <IV,
that was the inferlor way in emolins’ view. The distinguishing
chamoteristic of nglish patriotism was that they esteblished
control without arms, ‘tThey depended on "the rore formidable
might of the soclal constitution.” Thelr patriotism wag Jdif-
ferent because they completely “"repudiated militarism,” Demolins
was impressed bechuse the siza of the army was limited, thers

®as no eonsoription, peece sccleties flourished and they vreferred

to settle intemational disputes by arbitmtlon.m

NMilitarism and armaments, rather than heingz & source of
gtrangth, were a scurce of weakness, Compering the relutive
threat of Cermany and fngland he says:

The great paril, the great rivalry, are not, as we
think on the other side of the hine; militarism and
Socialisn will spare us the trouble of getting rid of
that snemy~-and that before long.

The great peril, the great riwalry are on the other
gide of the ohannel, and on the other side of the
Atlantics they are wherever is to be found an Anglo-
Saxan pioneer, and Anglo-Saxcn settler or squatter...

he does not come, like the ierman with big battalions
and perfected weapanss he 1s desplsed because hs 6ITives

with his Plough and by himself. ‘his comes from our
being 1g:omn§ of vhat that ploush is worth and what that
san 1a worth,%>

83Nslnyth, Social 88, p. 48, Ses also Damoling,
snglo-Saxon Superiority, Pp. .

?";m de, DP. 268,286,287,294,
bsmmol’ms. Anglo-Saxon Superiority, v,104, 3ee also n. 257.
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Unlike 3pencer, Domoling belleved in imperialism, but
as ;pencer he wae straizly anti-militarist, Faer from leading
him to the orgy of battle, his dzrvinism led hin towmyd a "soft”
brand of imperialism and towmkrd edueational reform, His idea of
race wae a Xether gmaml ane, with natione deing equiwalent to
meces in practice, Gthers may have deen ereoting barrlers of
reclal aupsriority, merchantile trude barriers and physiocal
shields of armor——guns, shipe, and large armies--dut not Demolins,
fthe effeot of immolins' eduoAtianal reform wes $o broak dowmn
these barriers by sncoureging the exohiunge of astudents and
teuchers between ingland and Prance {(there had been a stado
Prohibition agrinst importing teachers). Until the end cf his
life in 1906 Demaline' canpaign against militarism mounted in
intengity, his anxiety over rlsing chauvenism extending to
fnsland as well as rance, lHe has been oalled arn “anglophile”
reformer,

Edmond DNemolins' work was not acoepted in England wlthout
cxiticism, s reviewer protestad that Inglish superiority was
not zo much due to differences in education as wuch as tempers.-
rent and soclal freedon. An  merican writer pointed out that
Denclines did not acccunt for the growth of socialisz in ingland,
28 3alistury had sald, ™We are all Soclalists now.“87 ihe
izportant thing to note about these raactions 18 in what they
did not say, HKone challenged the ideas of reos, struggls for
survival, the value of individualisum, the superiority of the

863ethap-Rdwards, French Een Women and Books, pp. 182-1835,

87
“The Superiority of the Anglo-Saxon, » The Spectato
1XTIX (Saptember 18, 1897%. pp. 371-372, ) e
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Saxon, or the de-eaphasls of the gun.

Stephen L, Wwynn, an Iriah oritiec, Jjoummalist and blo-
grapher accepted Demoling® ideas substantirlly, Owynn 4iQ not
even challenge Demolinas’ dlspareging remarks about the Ceitle
race as being "cammunistio” and less ambitious than the Saxon,
e did point out the incansiatency of equating socialiasm with
the "laggard” attitude toward woxk, especially in Germeny. ile
also quegtionad the "too exalusive 6u1t of aelf help” which in
izsrica caused a loss of xespect for private office. Yet (uynn
thought it was good to study the book besause 1t taught inglismen
thelir strength, This reviawer’s reaction gives a key to a
common psyochological state of mind in this perlod which we may
call the assertive attitude, Demolina' work aerely strengthened
the idea that

it 12 not hy patoching up what iz weak but by strengthening
what is strong, not by asouming the defensive btut by
voll as individuals astain sucoess.88 o of

Gwymn compeyes Demolins® dook to another by Quglielmo
Perrerc, Young Purope, which appaared in 1897, Both authors are
credited with recognizing that vioctors in “the intermational
struggle” are those nations who "adapt themsslves to the changed
conditians of 1life, " or ths industrial revolution, Perrero, an
Italian, olaimed that the Latin "race" (which included the rench)
weTs inferior to northem Europeans from coldey zZones decsuse

gexual desivre made them precocious and bored dy machine labor,
At the sams Sime Premoh thrift, ascoxding to Dsmoline, weakened

88“&1000« of the Anglo-Saxon, " Edinburgh Review,

CLAXXVI1l (Jamiary, 1898), pp. 131,141-487
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the nation by limiting the size of fazxilies -~ two interpretations,
whioh if not sontrediotory, 2o not lie down together with muoch
uucteyﬁ’

Another Iarwinian writer wvho ussd soncepts of race and
stMmiggle as & basis for imperialisa was Banjagin Kid4, Kidé had
been & civil-service clerk until 1894 when his book Soeial
Zvelution appeared, Its popularity in England and abrosd, whioh
led to trenslations in seven languages, allowed Zidd to travel
and write, In 1898 he preduced Control of the Tropics which
dealt with the prodlems of imperialisa, iHis 1deas ars without
any natural consistenay, Xe believed in collective progress but
was anti.socialist, He believed in hatural seleotion” as well
as progress through the "mupematural.® He delieved that indl-
vidual freedon was the basis of progress, dut that resson snd
intellect were antagonistia to group welfare, It was probadly
this kind of intelleotual gmab.bag which aceounted for mach cf
his populearity, The antagoniems in his work were separeted by
nany pages of print, At the same time, of couree, this prevented
hiz from ascoptance Dy the sericus ac2dsmic sowmmnity. His role
reninéa one of that ascrided to Herdert Spencer in the United
Statss, who accerding to Hofstadter was “the metaphysician of
the homemade intsllestusl, 90

To Bemjamin Xidd evolution was pPrimarily seoisl or col-
lective, rather than indivicdual, Haturl selection tendeld to
Gevelop the soelety (or nstion) toward the “"highest type of

social efficiengy.” Husen ressmm and individualien were

® 1via., pp. 131, 132, 150,
30iiefstadter, Sosisl Imrwinism, p. 32.
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antagonistio to the msroup, never considsring the interests of
unbom generetians, Coherence octld be found only in adodting
an "ultra-rational eanotion for behavior, * religion. The nost
afficient soclal organism was the one based on religious belief
which encouraged a willingnese to sacrifiocs for the good of the
meo.91

The process of natursl selection muet continue otherxlse
the raoce would "actually retrograde.,” Competition should be
enhanced by allowing formerly emcluded masses into "the rivalzry
of 1ife on terms of equal opporumlw.“92 Yot this process must
be ocontrolled:

Hatura) selection sseme, in short, to bHe steadlly
evolving in the race that ¢type of ch&racter upon

which these forces aot most readlly and efficiently;
that is to say 1t 18 evalving the religious oharaoter
in the first instance, and intelleotual character

anly as a secondary product . . . (The) willingness

to submit resson to the oontrol of sanotions deyond
the reach of resson 1z the most important produot 3
of the prooees of evolution at work in mman eooiety.9

X144's natural selection is etermal and non-utoplan, It
resendles a systam of controlled combustion, Competition 1s a
gsource of energy, bhut 1t must de controlled, otherwise 1t would
be destruotive, The controlling element is the religlous society.
liaturel selection weeded out “welf-assortive” slements of soolety.
In France husen ressmm leéd to rational destruotion of marriage
as a gacyed institution, lixitagion of ehlld-dirth, and an influx
and oo-ningling of "strumngers” resulting in “"reasial self efface-~

ment.” The Feliglous elexzent proeduced “wimming” qualities -

91
Ben Jamin Kidad, al Evolution (London: Masmillan
and Coupany, 1906), pp. 3%-

921%14,, pp. 193,398,
931v14.. pp. 290,291,
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especially a “"senss of reverence” and aleo
o ¢« «8TOAL mental anergy, resolution, enterprise,
povers of prolonged and ocomcentrated application,
and a sense of simple-minded and guu;lo ainded
devotion to conceptions of duty,?

These virtues plus the ability to do more work {(as
Demolins) medo the fnglo-Saxon race superior., This superiority
was partly due to the influence of climete, The greaatest pani.
fostation of this superiority was moxal, Superiority had
nothing to do with color or intelleotual capacity. Ths superior
raece was the one with moral qualities contributing to soscial
sfficlency, British influence was humanitarian and efficient,
as Egypt 1llustrates, Egypt's agriculture had benefited by
irrigation, her credit was restored, and improverente in ad-
minlstration all denonetrated British "effielency.” Hilner ssaid
of Egypta

* o o L_Britnh rula / i1s not exeroissd to impose

an unoangenial f &n systex upan a relustant
people, It 18 a force making for the triumrph of the
simplest idsss of honesty, humanity, and Sustice, to
the value of which Egyptians are just as much alive
a8 anyone else,

The thing that Furopeans “sould not toleyete” was in-
efficiency - “waating of the rescurves of the richest regions
of the earth,” Colonial people eculd not manage it dy themselves,
afriea wag gaing to waste and places where British influence had
bean withdzawmn were reverting %o savage corruption and ineffi-

olensy, The tropilos had %0 be governed by white men as a "trust
for oivilisation,” But the problem was, socoxding to Kidd, that

9"’12}3-. PPs 2 1, 285,
95&" PP. 57"580 3210 328. 329, m.
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Suropeens could not acolimate themselves to tropical srers, he
climpate deteriorated the Suropean and he tended to "“sink slowly
to the lavel arcund him" 1f he settled in :nss.96

Kidd's answer was for Luropeans to "parcel out the entire
equatorial regions” and administer them not by permanently resi-
dent settlement dut fron the "temperets regions” with only a
token administration actually in these lands, Iie cautioned guite
curiously thet there must de first a “clear ocall of duty or
necegsity to provide the moral foroe necessary for such action, '’
e had slreedy demonstrated the necessity -~ iuropean lack of rmaw
naterials -- and the moral rationalization —- ineffiolency of
colonial people, !His suggestion wag merely a desoription of what
hed been going on for a long while, 'The Berlin Conference of
1885 had provided for "sliocing up the ple,* Mt Kidd dld not
envigion the neo-merchantile situation which tended towarxd ex-
clusive, insular ocolonial expires divided by tariff wmlls, iis
idea was colonial free trade,’’

We have seen how Ben jamrin Kidd developed his 1ideas of
race, struggle, and naturnl selection, in true social BArwiniat
fashion. I8 differs from 3pencer in that he supported imparialism,
ilis concept of religion as a mode of progress in evolution and
a restraint on individuality, and the idea of soclety (or recs)
op an organic whols, rather than a mere sum of individual wills,
are als® in oontrast to Spencer., Bt like Spencer, he was in

doctrine 1f not in effect, anti.militarist. tHow ocame he to thisc
rosition, eepecizlly sinoce he believed in imperialism?

96Ib1d.. Ps 3273 Benjamin Kidd, The Control of the Tropics
(iew Yoriks The Macmillan Company, 18937, PP, 51: B3s T0=77.
97x1d4d, The Control of the Tropics, pp, 56, 77-73.
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His position was =similar to that of Demolins, who was
izpressed thut the British could do it all without a gun, Kida4
viewed military power as Spsncers it was beneficial only in
ear.,y stages of the evolution of natioens and states, 3But nillitary
socleties and empire by concuest was limited because they fostered
teo much individual and olass power, The ocase of Home 1llustrstes
for X144 the fact that slave labor weakens the ruling cless by
cormupting respect for work and trade, mMlers became indolent,
In addition nilitary states are limited because they exclude the
nasses frow movermment, Hexeditayy classes holding power and
prote ted by law constriet the zoal of evolution whioch is to
raine the “cosmioc process” to its highest effilcliency dy extending
tc ™al)l the membors of the community the right to be admitted
into the xivalry of life.,” Rather than trying to eliminate the
cosmic process as iuxley, men should recognigze that there 1s =
“softening process” going on which does not eliminate strug:ls,
but alids 1t, Altrulen led to a breeakdowm in the power snjoyed
by ingland’s ruling classes and a related breakdown in the
n1litary structure of society assocliated with nobility,’
ihie altruisn had eliminated slavery, and finally in
ik1éd’s time had oome to the point at which:
The right of occoupation and govemeent in virtue of
conquest or force tended, it was felt, to become an
anachronismy; it was antagonistis to, and 1t involved
a denial of, the apirit which , . . was slowly bdbringing
equality, .lthough almoat every iuropeen peopls , ,
had in the past endeavoxed to imitate the nilitary 1éea18
of anocient smpires, and tc extena their rulae by sonquoest

over other peoples of squal oivil;zatlon. they had clone
80 with ever-diminishing success,

98kyad, Soslal Evolution, pp. #0843, 138-145, 156-67,
991b14., pp. 310511,
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Oomination of kEuropean pcople by one group bescame a human im-
possibility. Attitudes even changed regarding colonial people:

To keep in subjection, therefore, by rely milita

force a people of even greatly lower Eeveiopmenf mst

e o e« bDeoome correspondingly difficult; and this, not

8o much because of the fear of effective resistance ir

a military sense, but beocsause of the lack of a moral

force on the psrt of the stronger people to initiate

e« s o & principle antagonistic to the spirit goveming

the dovelopfaat which these peoples were themselves

undsrgoing.
Clearly Kidd thought that military imperialism was inconsistent
with the altruistic spirit which was not so much a doctrine of
equality as squal right to struggle., I[le attempted to circunvent
the problem of native hostility to outside control. As we have
seen, involvement was only becsuse of necessity and the ineffi-
clency of native people. Dritish rule, he seems to infer, would
always be accepted without resistance because it was a "trust for

civilization” and because the "word of anr Englishman” was re-~

spected everywhere.

Imperial wars were not always necessary anyway, &idad
boasted that the Anglo-Saxon had “exterminated” inferior
competitors more thoroughly than any other race. xNot, however,
“by flerce and cruel wars of extermination but through . « . laws
not less deadly and even more certain in their results.” What
are these laws? They are the process by which (ag 1f by magio)
“veaker races disappear before the stranger by mere contaot."”
furopean drink, disease, clothing, peace and wealth played havoc

anong the natives., Kidd drops a telling phrase when he remarks

10
Olbldo' Dp. 310"'311.
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that “the virtues of our eivilisation are scarcely less fatal
than its vices, 101

Bven without war, struggle, though humanized, was still
"hard ® and "unalteradle ”:

The Anglo-8axon looks forward , . . to the day when
wars will cease; but without war, hs is involuntarily
sxteraminating the Mmori, the Austrmlian and the Led
Indlan , , . he may beat his sword into plough shares,
but in his hands the iaplements of industry p{&;ﬂ moxe
effective and deadly weapons than the swords.

A8 €mst Haeckel, Kidd witnessed the First World war and
wrote of its relation to his thought, After the war he attacked
Haeckel for compromising ideals of civiligation with Darwinism,
which gave to the pagan doctrine of force an extraordinary prestige
in the sinds of the millions who resd the popular editions of his
worke in Gor-lny.1°3

K1dd said that the o0ld Darwinisa which was individualistic
was passing away and the new, a philosophy of “integration® was
in vogue. The “social emotion” was replacing the philosophy of
force with ideals of “"sudordination, ™ “sacrifice, “ “"service” and
"renunciation. ” 1hos§ ideals, long suppressed by the mals ming,
were now becoming predominant as the feaale mind became a
"paychic center” of modern scivilisation., Power 1n civilization

sould rest on the “emotion of the ideal in the collective mindg, ”

which was a charecteristioc of feminine ‘1nd.104

101 Ibid.o e PPe u7*510

Ioz.xb__!_dn Pe .

io’acnjalln Kiad, The Socience of Power (lLendon: Methuenm
and Company, 1920), p. 96.

10811 14., pp. 6. 39, 30, 236-340, 256-57. Kidd‘'s anti-

rational approach indicts three characteristics of nineteenth
century 1life as he sfw it: (1) the rational method of solving




One cannot escape the impression that Kidd's anti-
militarisn was weakened by the actual nature of imperialisnm,
Neither the Zulus nor the ioers, Afghans, or Chinese welcomeqd
British rule without the gun., G, D. Campbell, the Duke of argyll,
thought that Kidd's 1dea of naturel selection was only “"the
ruthless elianination by slaughter, and disease, and starvatioz,
of all weaker organisms , . ?105 It 18 undeniabdble that over and
above protestations of anti-militarism, the effect of Kid&'s words
particularly his stress on unending struggle, helped oreate &
hostile environment. 3ut, as we shall see there were cany other

sources besides Inrwinism that the ‘'‘violent state of mind™ as we

disputes by agreenments, or diplomacy, (2) the male character of
civilization revels in the pagan ideal of foroe, and (3) indivi-
dualism which by its selfish and egotistioal spirit leads to
violense and war,

Ag to the retional method of diplomacy, 1t is still needed
and after the enfranohiseasnt of women in politics, Unfortunately
the passing of the 1deal of rugged individualism, and its replace-
ment with “collective ™ ideals of patriotiem, rece, or corporate
loyalty, oannot be regarded as bringing “other oriented” idezle
of self renunoiation and paeoific attitudes. Bather, &s we will
gee, the organic views of Arwinism were equally if not =zore
militaristiec than ths individualistio.,

105 G. D. Campbell , "K14d on S8oecial Bwolution,” The
cdinburgh Review, CLXXIX (April, 1894), p. 483, Campbell'’s
artiocle ?l highly inflamatory olmiming that Kidd “out-DArwins
iarwin" in advecating violenoce., Despite the popular recsption
of the Yook and importansce assigned %o Christianity it wae a
“orude” view of so 1al evolution (p. 511). Other writers were
openly appresiative, Thelr reaction etrengthens the impression
that his book fulfilled a psychologioal need felt in the period
-==2 Justification for aggressive imperialisa that would seal
off the aoousing conscienoe of the libersl trmdition and men
like Gladstone and Spencer, See °“Np, Kidd on the Control of
the Troplos,” The Spectator, LXXxI (August 20, 1898), pp. 235=-

2361 Waurioe Eden ul, ial Evolution in Japan, * The Comhill
¥agazine, LXXVII (May, 1898), pp. 657-674, Paul says that Kida's
aogeoEIan

“involves the capital punishment or ths sterilization of

the unfit” (p., 657), This was not Kidd's 1dea, but probably was
¢rayn from Karl Peareon,
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have called 1it, could dreaw upen. There was no inevitable,
direet causal relation hHetween "™mreinisx and the war apirit,
except i1ts rhetoric.,

K144's anti-nilitarism was weaker than Spencer’s Ddsosuss
Spencer still held the liberal 1deal of free trade and lsissex
faire tndividualiem) he sould not, therefore, support eolonlal
war and a “greater fngland” polloy. Kidd's position was wasakxer,
not only beoauss of his imperialise, but poerhaps beoauss indl..
vidualims was the dest point of resistance against militavry -
sroachnent, Xidd weakened his position by advooating "ultre-
rational esnetions, * “duty” and saorifice to rece, Spencer’s
undiluted individualisz saw the esonoric hurden of imperialisy,
the sacrifice of 1lives in bhattle, anéd the intrusion of ovsrnnoat
into private life as a direct result of militarism and war, It
was adverse to race«nation animosity because it was cosmcpolitan,

In the United States today, the besat argunent againss
axnaessive military intervention in foreizn sountriea has heen
nadle by Senator William J. Mulbright in his dook The Arrogange of
Porer, It is the dest, not in any innate sense, but in the zanne
of utility; it 1s the most plausible to the Aserican public min?
x¥hich 1a still very conservotive, It is conservative, in the
Spencerian sense of individualism, It atill holds the tdes) {if
not in practice) of the independant man, having pevrsonal righis
upon which govermment cannot oncroach, The average citizen will
never advooate withdrtwal from Vietnam tecause his country has
made an inoaleculadble blunder, costing thousands of lives,
Amerioan zothers will nevar say that their son's deaths ware

ugseless, and worse than useleas hHhsoause the 1deals for which thaey
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fought were triocks of Salgon politicians who have no love for
democracy., They will never say thuat the "military-industrial
establishaoent” deluded us., In short, the appeal to the morzl
guilt of our intervention entails a oconsequent dburcden of guilt
for an unjust war and a senee of futility, of loss of 1deal,
Which the average man will not bear,

n the other hand, he may listen and aot, Af he 1is
appekled to on the grounds of self interest, If he believes
that government which exists in his drean only by his wish 1is
squandering his money and his sons, if he thinks that the
government hags squelched in Congress his right of dlssent and
decision making power regarding war, he may rebell., Individuallsn
is only a relatively good ideal, Its moral bankruptcy anc anti-
dote were memoradbly revealed in the denpreassion., Yet, perhaps it
has certain sources of power as this study suggests,

John Kagkinnon Robertson, a humsnist scholar, treats the
conoept of race differently from Kidd. Though he was an evo-
lutionist, he believed that 1deas of raoce led to animosity lead.
ing to foroced suppression, Fros a soholarly viewpoint he tried
to show how 1llusory was the idea of a raoe with oconmon
charaoteristios., The 3ritish "reces” were particularly cross-
fertilized. The 1dea of race had been useful in orgenizing
nation states, he sald, but it was essentially barbar -, It
gloried in wars of liberetion and exulted in the defeet of an
sneny, Contmry to Kidd, Robertson observed that religion cone
tridbuted to strife by fostering hostile loyalties. Soolalisz

06
encouraged class uartaro.l

106 3o0nn rackinnon Robertson, The Saxen and the Celt;
Study in Socliology (London: University Press, 1007), PD. 90-1009,
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Ropertson derides the idea that inglishmen were supserior
because they were better colonists than the Frenah, #Hather than
soclal characteristics 1t wag, he thought, due to & large extent
to cirounstances and chance, PRarthermore, the 1dea of race wng
used a8 a rationslization for military suppression. “irst one
would establish the inadillity of natives to rule themsslves an:!
then posit the solution as knglish rule, Balfour's speech in the
‘iouse of Commons, Kay 1893, against Irish home rule 1llustrates
this prooess
8efore the English went to power in Ireland, Irelani
was a oolleetion of tribes waging constant and inter-
necine warfare, All 1aw, all civilization in Ireland
was the work of ™gland . « . The perfect unity tgs;
Ireland now enjoyed was also the work of @Ingiand.
Goldwin 3mith, a historian and politieal Journalist, saild that,
In Prance the Celt underwent Foman and afterwards
Frankish tmaining, what he would have heéeen without
that training, Brittany, amiable but thriftlaas,
slattemly, prlegagrldden. saint-vworshipping, leganda:iy,
18 left to tell.
Zven G, 0. Campbell, the Duke of Arzyll, who was ocutraged by
the violent nature of TArwinism, used the rece-cultural inferiority
1dea as justification for =ritish rule. 1Irish leaders, he
assartad, were "“incepable of laying even thes rudest foundations

of oivilized condition among their owm people.“1°9

107 aioted 1n Robertson, The saxon and the Celt, p. 306.

108&19- » Do 271,

1091‘.:16.. P. 240. The 1dea of 1mce was not always used to
support war, J. A. Hobson in a pamphlet oalled ilow the Fress was
sorked Defore the War (London: MNational Press Agency, '
eredits & good deal of the blame for the Boer War not only on
Thodes’ manipulation of the preas but alsoc popular sympathy with
the “g?w-xmparlaliat design that 18 in the courss of execution"
iPe 15).
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‘Thue we have the efforts of Robertson, a sclentiric
gcholar, attempting to combat the corrupting influence of racisns,
an ldea usually assoclated with evolution or Irrwiniem, DBut ag
the case of the Duke of Argyll 1llustrates, opponents of
famrinism could be equally as recists as Proponents, Robertson's
hope, &8 Alexander 3utherland’®’s, was that the evolution of man
would lesad to

the continuous transformation of strife froam an animal
energy . « « to an energy of reason; a continuous shifting
of the grounds of hoatility froz primary passions to
purified ideals, and from the plane of barbarism to the
plane of intelligence, :.nd 1t 1s bdecause the prsjudice

of rece , . . 18 Just an energy of mere animal passion,
surviving unpurified from fBo stage of sheer barbarise,
that 1t 1r here 1npusnod.1

Thus far we have surveyed many shades of odinion and
many varying intervretations of evolutionary theory. .. xraphic
repressntation of these writers would h&ve to represent them 28
a series of over-.lapping circles, :ach shares some 1deas with
others: nost differ in some vital point., They all have two
chayacteristics in sommon, however, flrst, they sll apply evo-
lutionary concepts to sccial problems which we have termed
"social mywinism,” Second, they all develop as an intexral part
of their evolutionary thought an anti-militaristic stance,

i:elr arguments veried in strength according to thelir viaws,

nOﬂobortaon. 'The Saxon anéd the Celt, p. 124, Robertson
published in 1916 a whole work dealing with militarisz, The
Future of ¥ilitarism (London: T, Flsher uUnwin, 1916)., In this
he reveals his modest national egoisms he digolaims the mythol-
0gY which established Germany as militariat and 2ngland as
peace-loving. ile points to anglish aillitarism, mostly ite
politieal sources, and claims that cilreumstances and political
ingtitutions limited 1ts ocurse of development, O(ne of the
Primary circunstancesa was the fact that rngland did not have the
pryslioal ahbility to be militaristic (p. 153-155 and pasein).
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hose of ijaecksl and K143 were weakened by collactive 1dsals
(nationalism and imperialiam;, those of 3utherland perhaps by
nls sreat optimisu reghrding a change in human nature. In ne
case wers thelr antli-war gsentiments inconsistent with mrwinlanm
~=#¥nich 13 another way of saying that Rrwinis:x was plurtlistic,
it could accommodate many differing viewe. It has not been our
purpose to show that all Darwiniats were anti-militant, but
that there was an important group directing to the English publie

of the nineties, Jjust such a stand,
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CHAPTER 1V

SO0CIAL DARVWINISA IN THE WINKTIRS
ARD SANCTICHS POR SARPARS

The writers of this sescond greap Glso Fepresent o groat
variety of opiaion. as She first group 3bay all use in wvarious
ways oane or all of the idess wo huve eslled soslal IArvinise,
“hat distingulshes them 1s that there 18 no oanscious atiempt
to cemdat ailitariea, It aust be eaphasgised that the difference
between these groups 40 not repressnt any difference of kind mt
of degrees, PFrohibitions againat vioclencs may be found in thaly
®ork, but they are so few and diluted that we amay regard thess
writere as importanpt contriditors to =ilitarisms, though thelir
rilitarisz was not always the most extreme wvariety to be found,

In coneidering Karl Pearson we have traveled to a polarz
position from Herbert spencer. fearson was ocomplstely &ritle
inéividualist, Re took the sftep that 3enjasin X144 would not
talke and advooated socialism, Kidd introduced certain linitations
an styuggle for survival « religion, the “softaning proesgs, ” and
the grovth of altruism - which would 1limit ohlefly the inteznal
struggle of clase against class, These lizitations charactorizsd
K1d4 a8 an orgaRnic thinker; he thought of struggle between nations
as determined by compast effiocient groups, btut stopped short of
soclaliem and maintained ths walue of individualisam.

PeAraon doed not throm out straggle, T0 the contrary he
angnifies 1t without restreint, To him the law of struggle and
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survival wes “inexorable” and was the source of progress without
which there would be only "“catastrophe,” Iiie posits a seoular
hell, with advanoce through “paln and suffering only, " and
lazrus’ small drop of relief being the hore of benefit to
future generations. i1
The unigueness of Pearson’s view was that the intsrnal

struzgle must be limited. Han was basieally gragerlious; als
eafety depended on hia social inatinct and his group loyalty:

You muat not have class differences and education

differences 80 great within the community that

you loose the sense of oommon interest . ., . No

tribe of men oan work together unless the tribal

interest dominates the pornona% and individual

interest at all points . .
3ince safety depends on group loyalty and willingness to sacrie
fice, the “true statesman” must limit the internal strusgzle "in
order to make , , . [ the nation| stronger for the extemal
struggle.” The winner will be the nation mentally and physically
better organized, Htrikes and olass war, as well as inequality
of wealth and opportunity -- must be eliminated., But tha true
statesasn 4068 not 1limit struggle sc that inferior breeds nulti-
Ply equally with superior., That was the weakness of Spencer and
X144 they had no way to control reproduction, Competition was
insufficient to do this. Pearson was a professor of zmathematics
at University College of London from 1884 until 1911, when he

became professor of eugenics, lHe endeavoyed to prove

111

Karl Pearson, Natlonal %fe Froz The Smdgomt of
Science (london: Adam and rles ck, » PP 1,
§Z2. 1his book as well as The Gremmar of 3gience (1.892) mads
Pearson very well known 1in gland,

1121114,, p. 48.
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statistically that natural competition does not select the
fittest and his evidence indicated that the poor or lower
classes (presumably inferior) live and multiply as successfully
as the upper classes.113
Pearson had a problem in finding a way to prevent ine
ferior stocks from breeding, Part of the responsibility he
rlaced on the "true statesman” who must
insure that the fertility of the inferior stocks 1s
cheoked, and that of the superior stocks encourageds
he must regard with suspiclion anything that tempts
the physically and mentally fitter men and women to
ren&in childless, ie must see to it that a reserve

of brain and auscle is pushed down into occupations

that have llgtle apparent need of them, or forced into
new lands,11

His reason for urging these measures wae the crisis which
he thought was imminent, 7The Boer Jar wes merely a test crisie,
British reverses had shocked people into realizing that success
was detemined not by size, armaments, material resources or
even bravery, but by organization., The war had revealed a
"dearth of brains and , , , physigue,” The birth rates of pro-
fegssional classes had been decreasing and could in two generations
change the national character.115 Pearson suggested that parent-
hood was primarily a duty of citizenship, or obligation to ths
state:

From the standpoint of the nation we
want to inculcate a feeling of

333 rl Pearson, "Soclalism and Natural Selection, “
he Fortniﬁgtlz Review, -LXII (July, 1894), pp. 12~-14, Pearson
was great influenced by S8ir Francis Galton, cousin of erwin,
and originator of the eugenics movement, P&arson was a member of
the “oyal Soclety and received its Darwin medal in 1998,

lluPonrson. National Life, p. 59.

11SIbld., pp. 28, 5S4, 66,
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shame in the parents of a weakling,
mﬂtthét be mentally or physioally
unfit, )
Pearson complained that under the current systez there
s no "test of ability” before a man "“wultiplied his type.”
™The state zust recruit froa its best stook, not on the htasisz of
wealth and patronage, Sclence through education was to play a
great role in providing leadership through a system of traineé
“scouts.” This military analogzy came from Cenernl Pedvers
3aller in South Afrioa who somplained that the primary nesad w3
for soouting. 3cience was the solution, 3Solence could supply
to all flelds men tremined to observe and msm.u7
All of this preparation muast strike the modern reader as
undéegiradle as well as futile., The methods he publisly endorsen
ctopped short of sterilization and infanticide, If Psareon‘’s
sethods for attaining internal efficiency were muddled, the gokle
he had in mind were absolutely clear, Teleotion operotec hetwean
groups, “oxtra-croup” seleotion was the most important: "Ioclieties
prepare for years and perhapas for centuries, for the exiru.sroud
strugple, which eventuslly changes the predominant racos of
continents."11® preparation for this day of Armageddon was
not only intemal, bbut external by “contests,™ Wwar with in.
feTior moes and struggle with superior nations for trade routes,
scusces of raw material, and food were the “lesser” struggles

whioh provided wmarm-ups for the big same of war which miel come,

tThose last phreses, not Pearson‘s, oertainly enter the reainm of
1161b4a,, pp. 26, 29,
1171 dey PP, 28.29, 36 ana b3, Edusation could not le-

prove inferior s 1 They must be dbred out, vironment played
only a small part; heredity a larger part in Pesrson®s sehexe.
118

Peareon, -“Soclaliss and Haturnl deleetion, “ p. 17.
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the ridiculous, but they ara suggested in his use of sporting
terns -~ *“contests, " “"scouts” and "master-scouts.,” It brings
te »ind the condemnation by Spenser of “athleticiarn™ in con-
nection with martial spirit and also the old bellef of Wellington
that there was 8 visal conneotion between the “playing flelds
of Eton" and the battlerield.}1?

As X144, Pearson thought that no mixture of races should
occur in imperialism, nor even co-existence, 3Slavery and inter-
marriage were degenerative, Pearson's solution, unlike Kidd's
oontrol fros temperate regions, was ¢ jestion of inferlior rmoes,

It would be impossidle to reach a "healthy socolal state”™ in South
Africa until “the white man replaces the dark in the flelds and

in the mines, and the EKaffir (the 3outh American native) 1is pushed
back toward the equator, *120

Peardon defended socialism as being oconsistent with
natural geleotion., DRrwin had otflled the oonneotion in Germany
a foolizh idea and Kidd especially attackea i1t.12! Pearson aniq
that by controlling land, oapital, and labor, socialism would
lessen thse intemal etruggle, prevsnt waste, and knit society
more compadctly for the mors important extm-group atruggle. Thre
need for effioclency would cause uropean nations to turn soclalist
in the struggle. iFurthermore, intemal struggle was only limited
and struggle against physical environment would be unaffeoted vy

122

soocialisn. ¥hen food supply linits were reached, the physical

119pearson, liational Life, P. 44,

120;9;5.. PpP. 20-21, 48,

121 pgargon, °"Socialise and Natursl Selection, " p. 1,
122754, pP. 7, 1617,
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struggle would bsoome a gtruggle between nations perieotiy
harnoniocus to soelalisn, “A hungry nation would sooner bresk
its bounds and consume itg neighbor'e, especially if an obviously
infertor neighbor 12 tc be found, than gnas its own vltals."123

fearson's sooclalismn was very loose in nature, Le could
be called a collective nationalist or a believer in what was
popularly ocmalled “"state socislism.” His attitude towsard rar wus
not that of lLenin and Rosa [uxemburg, the German larxzist, They
hoped toc see war between rival capltalist nations fighting over
imperial possessiocns, 7o them imperialisn was the “"highest stage”
of capitalism and marked the beginning of decline &and possibility
of intemational war which would so weaken capitalist nations
that workers csoculd initiate violent revolution.leu A8 We have
seen, Pearson thought that the need for sogial efficiency in
intemational coampetition, whether industrial or military, would
force nations to become eocialist, lie never advocated revo-
lution, Purthermore, collectivization would not initiate a reign
of peacs betwsen soclalist nations, but continued war, The
struggle for gsupremaocy d1d not recognize any intemational
soclalist brotherhood.

This also diatinguished him from the “"soft” soclalists
like August Bebel of Germany and Jean Juarez of Prance, who
opposad war between their countries and planned to prevent it ty
refusing war oredits and by a general strike, Juarez and the

French soolalists opposed imperial wars, only defensive wars

1231p14,, p. 12,

1283r1t1ah Imperialisms Gold, God, Glo ed. Robin W,
winks {New York, ) n an nston, e PPe 26-27,
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being Justifiable., Jerman soclalists opposed naval armaments
billa eround the tum of the ocntury.lzs None of theae policles
could de found in Pearson who saw the external struggle as para.
mount,

Smeat Renan, a French moralist and hlstoriarn, was widely
read in fngland, Primsrily dealing with religlous sudbjects, his
Life of Jesus, lilsto f the People of Isyael, and Recollections

of Ky Youth, a8 well as others, wers trmanslated and published 1in
tngland between 1863 and 1895, Renan's writings grew more ex-
trome after 1870. ke was much taken up with the role of war in
hum&n c¢ivilization and expressed his ideas in at least nozinally
svolutionary terminoloay.
As with Pearson, race struggles wexre the ultisate social
Problexz to Lenan:
The struggle against nature does not suffice., By
neans of industry =an succeeds in reducing it to
22 :ztzg?fgant satter, Then ocomes the struggle
Tenan expresses the old idea of war ag a source of progress, He
says that astagnation would result without the fear of oonquest
from neighdboring states, States grow old when they are cxitent
to enjoy what they have, The impulse of youth i3 to expand and
dbulld, ¥ar 1s also a natural selector of govermnmmentss it eliml.
nates the "Had " ones and prevents them from oxpandlng.127
Not only was war the “"cut of the whip " which kept nations

Trom going to sleep, it was an answer to the search for parsonsal

125monson, Europe Since lNapoleon, pp. 389-393.

1368alnyth. Sooial Progress, D, 144,
127 b1d., p. 148,




identity,
‘e ware of the glants of the Revolution have made
nobles of us all. e are the sons of a race of
heroes, Hach of ocur fathers was entitled to say
of himselfs "I am an ancestor,” You ars the great
grandehildren of orusaders; I am the son of a
oldizg of the Revolution, snd [I] am as zood as
Becsuse of the impstus glven tc the idea of raee by evo-
lutionary Shought, espeocially by anthropology and sooilology, it
has been included as an important ooncept of scoial DArwinian
thought, Racial imperialisam was Dromoted most vigorcusly by
those th nkers that were desoribed variously as nationalists,
or oolleotivists, such as Kidd, Pearson and Renan,
Yot the recial 1dea was in vogue bdefore Darwin published
his Crigin in 1859, Arthur Gobineeu, a Prenoh aristoerat, pud-

lished in 1853-1855, The Inequality of Humen Races which was a

plea for supremacy through raae pnrtty.129 While Gobineau uasd
the term to mean white, yellow, and black Faces, Renan's use wae
the more common, Hecs to him was a nan-gcientific tarmz meaning
distinet cultural and national groups, S8truggles between Frence
and Germany were wvaguely racial, vwhich meant of oocurse, national,
Two British soldiers previde insight into how the idea

of rxace literally entered into dbattle, 3ir Gawmet Wolseley and
Horatio Herbert Kitchener were premier soldiers of the day.
Yolseley, among other accoabplishments, beoame Cozmsnder-in-Chief

1281p44,, p. 121 Emest Renan, The Future of Science
(3oston: BoBerts Brothers, 1893), p. B90%

129

Arthur de Gobineau, The Inequality of Human Baces
(London: Killllez Heinemann, 1915), Pp. 5533515 As Nofstadter
points cut it is doudbtful whether cuch writsre as HBdward Freeman,
Chirles Kingsley, or John Fitchell Kemble wers emch influenced by
ar«iniam even though they wrote race histories of Anglo-iaxzen

angland (3oeclal Mmrwinism, p. 172).
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of the South Afrisian Army during the Boer ¥War, Kitsheney, who
nede his nagpe as avenger of Cordon in Egypt, bdeocame a Pield
®arshall and wes given the title of Lord Kitshener of Khartous,

¥enders of the army were particulerly in the spotiight
during the ninetles, G, W. Steevens serialized Xitohener's

exploits in Pgypt in The Deily Mail, a popular nmpapor.uo

¥olseley pudlished essays and zemoire in various periocdiocalas,
Thizs was &an old oustom for successful gengrals, ™t a praosice
given new urgency by the need of the nmilitary te propagandige
for ayjmanents and the visceral need of the pudlic to partieiputs
visariously in their nationsl life.

iolseley accepted the 1dea of Anglo-%Mmxon superierity
even though battlefleld sxperience did not always reveal 1¢. e
attrituted a great deal of this supsriority to the osultivation
by nglo-Saxons of “those manly sports which entall violent
axerelees, * Thees sports bred velor and physieal stremgth whicsh
othor reses did not have. Mt "effeainagy of ming, " "indolence, "
and “over-cultivation” threataned to carrupt BEnglishaen to cow-
artu“.u‘

The Negro wee to Volseley innately cowardly and lazy,
The Zalus were soazevhat adove this genexel indietwent beoavse
they had slements of pride in their “race, " nationality, and
king, Out the Featl (snother scuth Afriean tride) were eowaercl.y,
¥olseley wae xystifiec Dessuse Fanti doys would go into battle

130m311p magnus, EKitoh
{yaw Yorks B. P. Dulsesa, %

13163: Gamet wolseley, “"The Negro as a 3oldier, "
Fortnightly Heview, XLIV (Deesmber 1, 1888), p. 692,



61
fearlensly as servanta, pBut when they reached puberty they
refused, ii¢ consequently describes the boys as “cleverer”
and ‘brighter” than the old ones who wers "duller and more
stupid.” The chief reason for lisgro inferiority was that they
had to be taught disolplins and forced upon the threat of death
to fight. Acoording to Wolseley, Englishmenh resolutely faced
battle and its two altemativees, death or glory., Infusion of
“White bleoed"” into the Negro rece strangely did not improve thelr
bravery; in faot they deteriorated physicelly, he thought.132

A8 Wolseley, Kitohaner also viewed the world from the
pinacle of 3axon superiority. Kitohener's idea of raoe wWas more
tailored to imperial needs of the time, It was not the sawvage,
but the doer who was inferior:

Boers/are unolvilized Afrioander savagoes with a
thin white veneer . . . The Joer womdn in the refuges
canp® who slaps her great protruding delly at you and
shouts, ‘“hen all our men are gonsn, these little Khakis
%ill fizht you," is a type esavage produced hy geners-
tions of wild lonely nre.ls5
Kitchener wanted nost of the Boers deported so that sritish in-
igration ocould develop the rosourooa.iB“ Thus his reocism and
and imperialisn were but different sides of the same ocoin,

‘8 Wolseley, Kitchener also emphasigzed sports as basic

to national and military success, He campRizned for elimination

1321b1d.. pp. 600, 691, 693, Wolssley mekes another re-
velation of his own when he compares the dAifficulty of teaching
some Africans to fight to the A4ifficulty of teaching “some breeds
of dogse" special taesks (p. 689), One problem wolseley had with
MMolal superiority was the faot of so many defeats by 2alus,
rfghans, lichammedans, eto, lie reasoned that Sritish offlcers de-
pended on text book tactios in the fleld instead of BEnglish
superiority in weapons and discipline (p. 702, 703).

133krtohener, Portreit of an Imperialist, p. 185,
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of “weaklings*® from the army and recommended hunting and polo
as good solutiona to building the nation. lls whole outlook is
framed by sporting metaphors. knemy casualty lists he referrod
to as his "bag.” As current enemy-friendly death ratios ars
published from vVietnam as supposed indicators cf sucoesa or
fallure, Xitchener said in 1901, “the real oriterion of the war
15 ny weekly bag." The Boers were like ™xild animals"” who had
to be caged, They would not stand up to & sporting “fair fight'
whereas in kgypt the Khalifa‘e men stood and “diled guns."135

Nelither Kitohener nor wWolseley were social BRrw¥inists in
2. strict sense, ‘hey did not use evolutionary terma such as
natural selection as soocial analysts did, They did employ the
idea of racial superiority and in effeot regarded trial by
battle as a test of fitness or superiority., Their emphasis on
sports and their use of metaphors from sports yreveals that they
saw 1life in terms of struggzle and contest,

At any rate neither Kitchener nor wolseley seem ag
nilitarist as some of the American soldiers writing during the
period. Alfred T. Mahan, author of jhe Influence of Sea TFower

Upon History, 1660-1783, was present at the Lague Peace Ccnference
in 1899, &e defended war as a method of solving intermational

problems, and therefore a means of progress, It was also an
instrument of national oonscienoe which was higher than “the
cloarest intellectual perceptiocn,....” War was to lahan not the
greatent evil, tyranny was, ¥War was ordained by the Chyristian
relizion whioh taught that the sword wae the “resister and

135mv1d., pp. 153, 171, 177, 195.
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remedier of evil, “l 6
2lthough Mahan used the idea of progress by war, as did
many of the social Darwiniets, he was no more Darwinist than
Kitchener or kolseley, though more overt in praise of war,
Another Ameriocan, Rear Admixal Stephen B, luce, 4id use evo-
lutionary terms more freely, Strife was the "“law of existence*
for luce and war was a “"fixed law” of evolutionary progress, iar
had been the parent of liberty, and even oivil war benefits a
nation, God sends these "convulsions” whioch are for the ultimzte
good of the race, and as a form of divine puninhment.137
| Generel Homer lea, an adventurer and soldier, exhibite
perhaps the most unrestr2ined form of social Darninism by an
smerican, Lsa fought against the Boxer Rebellion and later
became military advisor to Sun Yat Sen, Bis book, Valor of
Ignorance reveals a mind totally compassed by bilologilcal analogy
and natural law,
It has been gshown , . . how irrevocabdbly national
entities in their birth, activitiee, and death,
are controlled by the same laws that govern all life,
g}ag:;vzgigtijgr national) the law of Struggle, the Law
Lea argued, ag Mahan against the Hague principle of

arbitration, or at least against compulsory arbitration which was

136A1frod T. Mahan, "The Peace Conference and the roral
Aspect of wWar,* Rorth American Review, CLXIX (October, 1899), pp.
435, 436, 44y, LEE,

137Steven B, Luce, "Benefits of ¥War, " North American
Review, CLIII (December, 1891), pp. 6?74.676, 679,

Uaﬂomor Lea, The Walor of Ignorance (New York: Harper and
Brothers Publishers, 1309), pp. 11, 75, Uomer Lea's The Day of the
Saxon (New York: Harper and Brothers, 1912), 1is also ?IIIeg
wiiﬁ ideas of race struggle and prophecies of doom regarding the
decline of military potenoy.




64

never adopted by those conferences, e warned of danger from
the yellow rases and of the Aanger from wealth, Of the latter
he says in unique lenguage:

Cozmervialism ie only & protorlasmic gormandization
and retohing that vanishes utterly when the element
that sustains it 12 no more, Military or national
development . . . 18 not only responsible for the
formation of all the nations on the earth but for
their consequent evelution and the peace of wankind, 139

The slgnificance of the book 18 inoreagsed by the fact that en-
dorsements in the introduction are given by Lisutensant-Generul
sidna Re Chaffee, who was Chief.of-Staff for the army, and by

ﬂ&jor-oﬂi.ﬁl Je. P. 8@01”.1%

13911:15.. P. 27. There were Ameriocan authors, as in
Britain, who arguesd against war from an evolutionary viewpeint,
Two of these were N, 3, 3haler and David Starr Jordan. Gee
Shaler’s "The Ratural History of VWarfare,  North American Review
CLXI1I (Mareh, 1896), pp. 328-340; "The Last G o e Century, "
North Ameriean Review, CLXI (Desemdber, 1895), pp. 674-684 for his
views, Tor Jordon'e see his The Blood of the liations 4 Study of

3
American Society, . 8 a statistical
developrment of Darwin's idea of war as reverse selection,

140354¢ the Introduotion to Lea's The Velor of Ignorance,
P, X1~xxill, Kofstadter says that the U, 35, lacked 'an in-
fluenoial military caste” that glorified “war for its own sske,."”
He says that Roosevelt's “Strenucus Life“” speech, which was
Daruinist and militarist, was a *rare® occurrence. le also
zxentions Luce's belief in war as a natural law (& L inism,
PP. 184-190). He does not mention (along with Mahan, and

Luce) Chaffee, 3tory or . C, Taylor who was President of the
Naval wWar Colioso begun by Luce. See H, C. Taylor'e "The sStudy

of #ar,“ No American Review, CLXII (February, 1896), pp. 181-
189, That guo men did n% E’lortfy wvar for its oxn sake is no
virtue; violenos and wary clothed in i1deals is probadly a more
sangerous drend of militarism (ae Mashan'’s Christian consclence

and the morel odligation to interveune in Cuba illustrate). :l1

of these men were etrong militarists and four (luce, lea, 3tory
aend Charffee) expressed thelr ideas in soclal Mrwiniss terminology.
Perhaps if Cermpany had not lost both wars scholare wonld de
searching for sources of vioclence in the Anglo-Saron mind, If

Wwe never experiensed Nagiesm, we certainly have ocur own strong
rilitarist tradition,
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Nilitary professionals were not the only ones bringing
the sublect of war to the people., There was & special class of
civilian journaliste who wrote only about militsry matters.
Spericer wWilkinson was one of these, Another ane of more
immediate interest to us was [red . Jane, :n Englishman, Jane
wrote aany artieles and several baecks during the nineties which
were published on both sides of the Atlantic. n amaging amount
of technical detaill is thrown to the pudlic in hie articles)
populay demand evidently Jjustified the nuts and bolts approach
to ships' oonstruction and military taotios of all klnds.uu
Jane atteapted to canter what he considesed an extrene view,
the belief held by iahan that seapomer was the detesmining factor
in history, Only island eapires, he claimed, were prisarlly
dependent on a navy, Continental powers, including the United
States, 414 not need a large navy,

snother point of dissgreement with Mahan's approach was
that it overemphasized the importance of saschinsry, superior
wezpons and tastiocs, Jane danoces a tautologloal 3ig to the tune
of social Darwinism and cocmes out with the idea that those who
have won battles in the past have done so because they were the
fittest, and, the fittest always win, “Fitness to win" never
loast to superior weapone, but could bve undermined dy “ense, oom-
fort, and relazation” and especially wonen -~ that was the down-

142

fall of kannidal, the dilatraotion of a petticoat, But what

1""11"1.--041 T. Jane, "The British Ship of kar:s From the lNaval

Foint of View, " Contemporary Review, LXXIII (Pebruarxy, 1898), pp.
174.178,

wzm& Ty Jane, gorn*“ of 3ea m; (London: Longmans,
Green and Company, 1906). PPe 1=y, 'Y s 327, 141,
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was this fitness? Jane says, "1t 1s probable that Fitneas to
Win embodies little else besides the fixed desire to kill the
omm,y."w3 it was the killer instinot which won the Ruisso-
Japanese war for Japan and enabled Britain to finally beat the
Boers, The Russians had in faot been hindexred because they did
not properly hate Japanese soldiers., The "survival of the fittest
test” was battle with victory determined by the primitive desire
to deatroyY the enemy.iha

Another writer who demonstrates the potentialities of
Darwinisa to support militarisea 18 H., P. Wyett, also an &£nglish
Joumalist, The title of one of his articles is synoptic of
zany attitudes. The artiocle, written for The Nineteenth Century
magazine, was ocalled "War as the Supreme Test of National Valuo."1“5
It suggests the enormous importance that the subject of war had
assumed, 'The amount of oonstemmation, debate, fantasy and en-
tertainment the subjeot supplied is attested to by the sheer
volume of print devoted to war in books, magazines and newspapers.
Wyatt's point of departure was the Tsar's proposals for psace
which culminated in the first Hague Peace Conference in 1899,
Wyatt's whols article is directed against the belief of the Tsar

that if men would but “agree to disarm . . . it would be done.“1“6

1b31b1d.. P 326.
1881n14,, ppe 324, 325, 333-335.

1u58. F. Wyatt, "War as the Supreme Teat of National
value, “ The Nineteenth Century, XLV (Pebruary, 1899), pp. 216-225,

1“61’01 +s DPe 216, The Wwalidity of this belief is real-
istically enged in view of the difficulty Russia had in keep-
ing up in the arms recet however, the important point is that
uwriters like Wyatt and Fahan took it seriously and launched long
Justifications of war, They dld not think that disarmasent would
succeed (the question was never oonsidered at the conferences).
Aether, they saw the ideas and schemas pf pesice as corrupting in-
Tluances,
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If we asked, "“How does war test a nation?” Uyatt would
answer that war was the "essential faector in social evolution,”
and war wag a test ultimately of moral power. e need only to
observe, he thought, to see that the nations that were “most
potent in war” wexre also '"the most morel and civiliged.” Thus
war was the highest test of a nation's moral wvalue, and an element
of progt.n».tu?

Since war-making ability was “the true reflsx of . , .
mental and moral vigor,” 1t was a "law"™ that those who were the
most ethically sound must dominate the weaker ones, Weakness and
immorality were linked, The Turks, French, and the iatin races
all experienced deoline, thought wyatt, because of csorrupti.on.iz"8

Wyatt's suppogitions had a new development which resulted
in a radical view of intemational relationa. Hls ldeas were
uniique not because other social [Arwinists did not share his
belief, but because he pushed a common assumption to its extreme
oconclugion, The common assumption of the unrestrained Darwinists
waz that in the struggle for existence, force, and ultimately

military force, determined a nation's place in the sun."w9

1“‘71])!6.00 PP. 216, 219,
1“31b1d.. PPe 219, 225,

19 onerniant say that this was no different thsn Biemarck'e
idea of might and right. But thexre was a difference. Regrrdless
of the importance Biamarck placed on raw forse, or "Blood and
Iron, " after 1870 he applied the brakes to Germany's power., In
the manner of a classical diplomat he relied on rational re-
straints---tyedties, conferences, and diplomatic negotiatlons,
After Germany bhecaxme, in Biemarck's view, a satisfied power, he
supported stable or fixed boundaries. Hig restreint on the kKaliser
in 1866 regarding Austrisn annexation is an example of his sense
of limitatien even defore 1870. If it was not the integrity of
national boundaries that restzrained him, it was pProdbadbly knowledgs
of retribution by a coalition of powers Af he tipped the balance
of' power too far, See Franz Schnebel ’'s "The 3ilsmarck Problem, “
ihe Burcopean rast, pp. 234-248, Kyatt's idea goes far baeyond this,




68

The next logleal step from this 18 to say that no national
boundaries are fixed in any way bvut by one’s brmite ability to
maintain or extend then, Wwyatt tock this step, As in the
nature, 80 in intematicnal relations, flur uwas natural.

The appearsange of fixedness in the bounds and eanditions

of nations is entirely fallacious , . . In reality, those

boands and conditions are constantly ohanging , , ., 4we

to increagses anéd decyeases in the sssential vigor of those

of Tummn evolutiom, manking pas becoss A1videdsiS0

’

The view that constant flux and change is the normal
state, and the 1dea that a nation’s plaose results fraoe expansiocn
by force at the expense of weaksr nations, are different froc
the olaseical ané the liberal ramantio views of natlional exist.
erice. The olassiocsl view!3! wes that the integrity of the msjor
powars must not be seriocusly violated; only a certain acount cf
charge wrild be tolerated. Zxeess sxpansion would be met by what
cape to he imown as the “balance of power” systex, whicn in ths
nineteenth csntury, operated thrcugh the “Congress syston ™" and
the “"Comeert of Zurope.” The ldea was that unrestreined
aggrandizenent would be met by a coalition of counterbalancing
ronere, But Wyatt's view does not recosnize any normal state cof
“talance”™ or peacgs. In fact, since change 18 continuocus, andé 1t
iz acoomplished by war, and sinee a nation sither expands by uxr

or deoays, peace 1s only a "stagnanay, ending in eoclal doath.”lsz

150yyatt, "war as the Supreme Test,” p, 222,

15115«117 A, Kissinger, "The Com 8 of Viennay A
Zeappraliseal, " a t; PPe 18, 193 F, H, Hinsley,
Fowey an Fursu ) 83 @ and ctice in the jiisto

88,

8im.,
152 gyats, "War as the Supreme Test, * p. 222,
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This 1a an activist view of intermational relations and does
not recosnize any linitations in struggle.

e nineteenth century ramantic-liberel viewl5J was that
2 nation's place was determined by historical development -~
g8, religian, common traditioens, and language, These things
determined a nation's right to exist and the right of freedom
froa forsign domination, Wyatt®s idea of race was eithor - or,
s3ither domination or decay with continucug flux oblivious to
any rights tut foree.

Wyatt also expresaes another characteristic not befcre
unentioned, iHis idea of absence of fixedness is really a cyolic
view of histoxy, iiations grow and deocay &8 Edward Gibbon saw in
the riss and fall of Rome., This 1dea will be investizated in
the next chapter, We might sey that the concepts of evolution,
mixed by Wyatt with a vague idea of progress and a oyolic View
of history, became a volatile osoncoction, and a vexry unstable
compound,

153 cariton J. Hayes, The Historieal Evolution of Modem
Hationalism (New York: Harper and 7ow, 1903)s PPs 1J3=i01,
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CHAPTER V
THE TREATMENT OF WAR PROM SOURCES
INDEPENTRBRT OP DABWINIIR

While some gocial mrwinists advocated war in an un-~
restrained manner, we need not think that such a practice was
theirs alons, or that the prohibitions of the firet group wers
ineffectual before a surge of nrilitancy flowing inevitably from
social Darwinism, To the contrary there 1s evident in the
nineties another tradition quite distinct, though sometimes
mingled with evolutionary ideas.

We can descridbe this tredition as the "Gibbonic™ one,
but only in the same loose gsense that we speak of Imrwinism as
being gsomething different from its originator. Edward Cibbon
was an eighteenth century historian who authored the classic
work, The Decline and Fall of the Roman Emplire, which was com-

Pleted in 1787, Gibbon becams an institution both in England and
on the continent, The Prench referred to him as "“Le Gibbon, ”
tne blographer. says that "By common consent he has taken his
place among the Olymplansg,” Walter Bagehot, a2 mid-Victorian
writer, described his recommended way of reading Glbbon as “"the
best way to reverence” hin.is&

(Abbon admired Roman quealities of law, order, lack of
fanatioclse and the 1deal of Pax RosAns in which Bam&n arms guarded

1545, », Black, The Art of History: 4 Study of Four Great
Historians of the tagniﬁ Qiﬁfﬁg[ !Eaﬁidnl ﬂ3§§§cn and
Company, 192 |

* 6). P @
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the world from war and violence, iie admired also the mildness
of honmen lawnakers and their Jjuet Lawa.iss That many of thesne
sare 1deals waere shared by nineteenth cenfury tnglishmen is
undeniable, Mo is reminded of lalmerston‘s famous speeoch in
Ccommons during the Don Pacifico Affalr (1850) in whieh he com~
pared iritish to “omen citizenship, Falmerstan thought that a
sritish oltizen such as ilon Facifico (a Portuguese Jex born in
dibmltar) should have the saze rights of oltizenship and
safoty aa the Apostle Paul when he appealed "civis Homanug sun”
-- I ana 2ooen oitizen.)®® Lord mandolph churohill, sifres
Allner and Mdyard sipling all sew iEngland‘'s mission as the
cpread of civilization and especially dritish law and sovommont;.ﬁ?
Cne might say that many imperial ideals would be adopted by any
emplre, ldeas of wmlssion, duty, a sense of rightsousness re-
garding lavwg and governments imposed on others -- all of thase
are usoeful, it Rome had a special attmetion to late nine-
teenth century iglishzen, as we shall eee., what was the reason
for this interest?

Gibban supplies some of the answer, !iis theme wasg, as the
ti€ls suggests, decline or decay. Illetory was to him mzorec than
factag 1t was ™an organized sequence of cause and effect . , .
(eglgn forwed 1ts very warp and woof.” Thus Gldbon describes
tho visible signs, causes and csonditions of Aome'’s deoune.wa

1565, P, T™ornton, The Imperisl Idea and Its eniess
A Study in Sxitish Power (lew Yo:?E ANChOY BOOKS, 1908), PD. 2«4,

157“!2" po 81'
158mack, The irt of History, pp. 158, 199, 165.
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In his epic desoription there is the unmistakable

comnection between moral desadence and national decline, iHe 3uys
that long perlods of peace destroyed the Roman zenlus for war
and government by molding the empire into a servile mass, The
disecAases of peace, “"luxry” end "effeminancy, ” undermined the
martial spirit of the legionairee, Ixcessive taxation of the
poor combined with an adbandonment of the ideals of oitizenship
and duty were hore important, Gibbon thought, than the tarbvarian
armios.159
As the arvinists eonjured diologicnl analogies from the
animal world to represent human experience, Gibbon alao coapared
the fall of Rome to natural phenomena, those of rise and fall,
birth and death, growth and decay. For example, he says tnat
"prosperity ripened the principle of decay.” The blological
analogy also gave his theory & senge of law and inevitabllity,
e epenks of the “natural and inevitable effect of immoderate
groatnosa.“16° Thus, as many point ocut, Home contained the saeds
of her QQstggntion which wa® then predetermined,

(Thlc approach of Gibbon, which was a cyelis view of the
life ogfenplro-. byoame after 1890 more than a view of histoxrys
it beeame a psychological state of mind, Decline and fall
psiahology was expressed by lLord Balfour in 1906:

Whernt through an anclent and still powerful state . ., .

there spreads a mood of deep discouragexent, when the
reaction sgainst recurring i1lls grows feebler ., , .

1591v44,, pp. 166, 167,
160

nocez Hadng, Gibbon's The Dweline an% Pall of the
Roman Zmpire (Grecnulch, Connecticut: wee tcations,
1 L ] p-
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vhen leaming languishes, entsrprise slackens, and
vizZor ebbs away ., . . there is present some proocess

gﬁ c;:oﬁil::.ggfmmum which [1is oalled | . . .

The thinking of H. F, Wyatt nrerged evclutionary concepts
with a oyollo view of nations, :le spoke of deocaying reces, and
corrmption ooming in peace, Cormiption weakened the morel
strength of a nation and oonsoqtiently 1ts fighting adbility, Only
the ‘morally sound”™ ocould dominate, “‘Growth and retrogression,
decline resulting frum morel corruption, the connection between
morality and power, and immorality and military deﬂat.162 —on
all of thess point distinotly to the “Gibbonioc” wviswpeint,

In the expressions of Charles }i. Pearson, decline and
fall peychology took a very pessiznistio tum, learson was
Frofessor of Xodemm History at Xings College and wrote Kational
bh-fe-and-Chapastar which appeared in 1893,163 mltour saw
Znglish decadences as possible or merely in the beginning stags,
Charles Pearson saw dectdence as probable, even inevitadle, .is
yyatt, he employed Marwinistic terwinology: ''«e were struggling
among ourselves for supresfcy in & world which we thought of as
destined to Helong to the .ryan reces and the Christian faith, 164
ut rather than expesting vistory in the struggle by his own
hizher race, Pearsan was pessinistioc, Change is inevitable,

161mack, The Art of History, p. 168,
162yyntt, “iar as a Supreme Test, " pp. 219, 222, 225,

1630!\51'103 H. Pearson, Rational life and Charmoter: &
Foreoast (lLondon: Maocmillan and Compeny, 1093). 1hi8 DoOOk and
its author are easily confused with another of the saae period,

Karl Peayson, eugenicist and author of National life Froa the
Standpoint of Selence, 1699.

16%1104., p. 85.
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gther yages would r1se to challenge:s “¥e shall waite to find our-
gelvay albowed and hustled, ans perheps saven thruet asides by
reoples whom we locked down upan as servile, »185

ixtemal challence by the dMlrek and yellow xdoes wonld
D6 oombine? with intewmAal dsoline, as in the ofse of CGibbm's
“ome, In Pearson‘s mind thias would be the rise of soclalism and
the deoline of individualism, acconpanied Ly lower soolal
corTality, sarriage and famlly 1ife losing dthely importonce (as
in ssolins and others). Jeniue in the arte would pass an! the
™TMoe would grow oldor.‘“ All of this he says ha2 happened
before: "An o0ld order, which we oall ., , , the !loacsn Pmpirs,
broke up as invadors poured dov upon it from Germany ancd uamsla,
fron Centrel iale, and from Persia, “157

lie cffere pralee for Gibdaon, even though Gibbon was ine

agocurete in some factusl aomts.wa

ut sore important than his
synpathetio view of Gilbbon'es interpretation, is the faot that he
thouzht of the uritieh smpire as perallel tc the Rfoman. aving
reached the zenith of development, decline and fall were aheald
for ngland, It wes a grest re-anacinent; intemal decay folloved
by extermal challenge W'y new races, ‘t™he inglishoan was the
first to reconstruot the 3Zaman npire, * and nox he faced n

zintlar fate:s

1855030,

166 1m18.0 pp. 260-270.

167 bag., p. 87.

168 n34., pp. 88, 89, 303, 3ob,
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it 18 now nore than probable that our scisence, oux
civilization, cur great and resl adwvance in tha
aractice of govermment ars only brinsing us nearor
Eget:corﬁ{ ghm the lower races will predominate in

In this state of decadence men would “shrink from
vinlence " Lecauyse they were excesgively tender, and hacauge L&
w2 ‘nolsy and coarse., ” War would ocome, though hopafully more
hunane, but necessary, as in Shakespeare‘s view, as "the zreat
corrector of enorzous times, " Above all, war could danz "norcl
rageneration, ” social reform and liderty, Though Pearson; as
Cibhon, di13 not view milisarisz as an unmixed blessing, this is
one of the few positive aapocts of his book.170

It i8 cvident that decline and fall paychology and the
oyclic view of emplire fooused attention o coclal morwlity as
one looked for the causes of decay, ihis 1s very similar to the
vearoh by dmond Demolins and senjamin K1dd for the sources of
"fitness” In the Alwinlan struggle for existence, [he Cibhvenie
visw was s1sply an earlier method of dlecovering socurces of
seclal fitnase, In doth there is implied a close cornhection
batwean uwerality snd war, Moral degeneretion will be acoonya~

nisd By military challenze, %War is a purifier, a corrector, and

169114,, pp. 303, M4,

1701114,, pp. 135-141, 338. Gibdon, himself & soldler,
said of himsel?l that “the Captain of Hampsahire Jrenadiers has
not heen ussless to the Hisgtorian ct the Goman anlrw. “ {C. P
Aawkes, Authors-. shﬁ%l The of 3 ﬂtera
{ London s Pe Y aso
Yattles with great detall and sttumcoc aoma 8 success, o w:s
noted, to her genius ror war and govesnmaiit, ubt he resognize’
the limitations of over-extension: "The causes of destruction
zultiplied with the extent of canquesat, “ hs saye, and feclinc
wag parked by the overthTow of the scnate hy arry doulnated
emperore, (iindas, Iibbon's The Descline, pp. S8, 232,)
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and a naturel method of retribution for cmrx'\;ptwu.w1

e relationship of personsl and nationidl morality to
war had been described earlier by John huskin. uskin‘®s life
spanned the Viatorian erm; his birth wes the same yeéar a3 e
Victoria's, 13819, and his death one year before hers in 1901,
As an art oritic, moialist, and sristocratio soclalist, he
turned out a masa of literature on sany sudjeots. Onhe of his
works was on the tople of w¥ar and wae delivered in 1366 as an
address to the Roysl rilitary Academy at Woolwich,1?2

In this address muekin cluims that war is the inepiration
for all art, Le tries to demonstrate that warrior naticns are
the most inventive by the exsmples of tgypt, Creege, ome and
Sothic chivalry, ESince they were not notable in art, the cave
of the Ramans was eomething of a prodblem, Xe oonoluded that the
Jamap was “‘at heart, more a farmexr than a soldier, »173

Fagsing from his loose treatment of history, we find that
he has came to the position that vice exists in direct ratio to
peace;

The eoanon notion that peace and the virtues of aclivil
1ife flourished together, I found to be #holly untenadle,

171?0:- exanples see ¥Wyatt, “¥War as the Supreme Test, ”
Pe 217 8. B. luoe, "Benerits of uarx, " pp., 6?2, 673; ~». T. ¥ahan,
“he Pssoce Conference, " p, 36, The connection YDetwsen soclal
nerslity and national strength also led to support of socisl
reforn by many eococlal Darwiniste, Already mentioned in support
of eduoational reform are Huxley, Haeckel, Demolins, Kidd, Karl
Fearson, Spencer and we may add Charles Pearson., Most supported
tecliniocal edusation: many surported grefter academils freedow.

1"John Ruskin, "dar,” a yess PFour
Lectures on W Teaffic, Wap ﬂ'SP oF o e (New
s P .

oTRki o lia son pany,
17’“1‘-. PPe ‘25-1’1.
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Femce and the viocss of civil life only flourish

together « . ¢« I found that , . . couplad togsther

¢ o o WOTS peace and sensuality, pewace and ag%ﬁ;shn

negy, reace and corr.ption, pence and death,
his yassage i3 very similar to uibdon's description of the
effect of "effeminate luxury " on loman goldlers, Glbbon cone
sildered that “the inumediate cause of tha downfall of the saplire”
1ad heen a result of these "enerwated” soldlers abandoning
thelir duty.1?5

¥ore than cdeveloping the arta, Ruskln believed Lhe

"stme of war' brings out the "full parsomal powexr of tha kuzen
crecture.” It decldes who 18 the “dDest man” —- in hirth,
worality, brevery and skill. 3Dattle or duel oxposes ovil in
S man:

apatever 1z rotten and evil in him will weaken his

hand moxo in holding & sword hilt, than in balancing

a billliard cues and on the whole, the hablit of living

lightly hsarted, in daily presence of death, always
hag had , , . ??gcnaancy both to the making and testing

of honaeet men,

makin even went zo far as to say that it wrs better
to ride a war horse than a “back rece horse” and better to kill
& neighbor than ohsat him, 3ut he did not like modern wmr
because it inveolved the use of mRohines and s8ss oanscription,
both of which he was against. He condermned war for salfianh
sreed but condemned the pdolicy of non-intervention bacauss 1t

NAg also selfish, Non-intervention mas selfish bechuss it

7% mad., pp. 132, 133.

1?7 5caward Gibbon, The Decline and rell of the itoman
Lmpire, Vol., V {lew Yorks rred Defau and Company, 1907J1, DP,
L ] L !

176ﬂuakhn. Crowm of Wild Olives, pp. 142, 143.
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refused to help by aggressive measurss and this willinrneas
wip 4 source of strength: “There is no true potency, rezsmber,
bat that of help; nor true ambiticn, dut amdition to save, 3¢’

Raskin, as Gibbon, put limits on the virtues of wary
he valued worx and oreative arts nore, L9t the reader iz astxicls
dy the extreme wmoral value atiached to zilitary sxperience,

In 1394 Loxd wWolseley exhibited this same moralistic
attitude as he reflected onn the dattle of Sebastopol in the
Crizean Wars

I could not help but moralize upan the contruat

botwean tha lives and alms and manners of thoge

soldiers [of Sebastopol/ and of those who stayed

;: zgzgu;; :2oe::1;::;1. ?srothy oratoy, the woul.:

.

e 2008 on to say that the aambhitiocus noliticisan may have his day,
but hia existemoe iz "hollew™: "There is 1li8%le reality abent 1t
« » o Where is the fnglishuen who had he the sholsce left to hin
would not prefer She soldier's mpanly work in the fleld . . .?“179
{Itallics mine)

™Tus we have ocome from Gthbon's attespt t8o trace the fell
of VYeme in part to a decline of allitary and the effeats of a
lons pease, to the helief that militarism is a source of virtue

and war @ test of the goolal morelity of & nttion.lao

177 1p14,, pp. 142, 185, 157, 158.

i78Lord Wolseley, "Sebagtopol Revisited, " Review of
feviews (NYew York), ¥ (DNscember, 1994), p. 677,

179042., pe 677

180por adastional nourses dealing with mllitary experle
ance ag a sourse of perscn’l and national viirtue, see ~ppendix I,
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ihe moral nature of »mar and eapire probadly reached its
zost extreme utterance in Frofessor John A, Cremd‘s lectures at
£ing's College, T[hese lsotures on war and exnpire were siven
around 1%00 by Cramb, who waa Professor of ¥Xodern iistory, and
they ocoincide with the Boer wWar, They were later published
in 1915 under the title, (rigins and Destiny of Imperial Britain,

Exultation in battle is found everywhere in Cremdb's
books He sees the battle field as an “altar,” The herolan of
the Boer sar is in Crambd'e mind llke a frenszied religioas desiro
to die:

{heae youtha , , , of modern aays, prodigal of their

blood, ™ishing into the Mauser hailstormn, as if in

Jest each man had sworn to make the aterile velt . .

« blossox like the rose, fertilizing it with the ﬁoh

drope of his heart, since the rain is powerless!l

In reality, of course, British soldiers were more inclined

to surrender than sacrifioce their lives, which was partly due, no
doubt, to the liberal treatment by the Boers of British prisoners,
let, the former wes reality for Cread and perhaps for the young
nen to whoa he lectured in the nineties, But what wae it that
drove these warriors to such prodigious death? It was the power
of et ideal, an imperial mission:

Pigating for 1dsel ends, he dles for men and things

that are not yet:; he dies, imowing in his heart thas

they Ay never be at all, f&nso and self rsnunoiation
have attained thelir height.

he 1detls w ich merited the deaths of mmglis men were

eternal inperial 1deals, ill p2st empires had passed but lived

1814, 4, Cramb, The ns and Destiny of Imperi
sritain and steenth t‘:mtuq?'() rope (New Yo ton
and Em;lmy. s PP. 111, 156,

182 1h1d., pe 156,
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on in thought, rome did not exist for itself hut for all men,
leavinz a heritage of icdeals, Gibbony, therefors, was wrong in
lazanting the passing of fSome, !'uz&n 1deals were being rsborm
in Hritain, Cremd eatimated that British history ocorresponded
to the pericd of [itus and Vespagsian, "when Some has still a
course of throe hundred years to run.“ Britain‘s imperial
mlssion was to spread demooratic justice which was higher than
Kome ‘s because Home's Justice came from benevolent rulers,
freedca in aotion and thought were also ideals, Other empire=
wore nentioned by Cramb, but Some was uppermost: “Britain ig
laying the foundations of States undbom, oclivilisations undreansd
till now, &8s Hame in the Aays of -"mouus.""”

Thus in Cread‘s thinking men had good reason to dts, It
wags a noral aohievement, War was “the intensifioation of life”
which ie remindful of Lort xolseley's idea that in practiocal
teTms arounted to the essertion that only soldiers really live;
battle is the ultimate reality, Cramb spoke of wRr as “the
most sudlime and awful that carn enthrall the contempliation of
man.ﬂleh

In the thoughts of Gibbon, BMusikin, Charles Psarson and
Cramb we have sesn a set of attitudes evolve which looked te
the experisnce of Reme s 8n example, The oyolic view of nations

wag very much alive in the nineties., . natural oonsequence of

this view was the attempt to rece the causes of decline, Decline

and fall psychology in Charles Pearson resulted in a ressinilstic

‘83.1.1-1!.‘1-- PPe 229.231, also 93-95, 187-189, 204.206,
13“,“,,,.,!2'! po 12?.
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outlook reaarding the ooeing of new reces, Cramd was optimistic
in his estimation, sseing Britain with a lang and gloriocue role,
3ut what 18 nore important was the role of war in these outlooks,
Ve bdegan with Gidbon tracing the fall of Rome in part to a de-
oline of wayr potency, but this was only an aspect of geneml
sooial 4eosy; social decay brought military defeat, In the
writings of Pearson and Ruskin war Deocksd & source of social and
personsl morelity, In Wyatt 1t was a test of national virtue:
in Wolseley, the most virtuocus 11fe.185 maally in cread, 1t
is an "sltar” of human eacrifice to #Zlorioue ideale,

In oome of these writers, exoept for the joumalist
He P, ¥Wyatt, does soolal [arwinism exercise an important in-
fluence, 3Mther, the Gibbmiec view of change is evident. The
cyolic nature of empiree, the biolosgloal analogy to growth and
decay, and even an idea of progrees, all of these ococuld be
gotten from Gidban, and this is generelly the way Mekin,
Fearson and Craad see lhmsa.l“ They are oloeser to Gibdon than
to Iarwin, but not very close to either,

Another aspect of the preceding whioch is very evident is
the ramantic viev of the soldier and ths rommntiocizing of the

185?0:- addleional scireces which view way as a source of
noral virtue, see Appendix I,

186c1bbon ‘s view of progress wag a consolation for the
paseing of fNome, He reflects that Rome's passing results An the
increass of the “wealth,..happiness,.,.mowledge, zand perhaps the
virtue of the humman yeoe” (Black, The irt of Ristory, r. 173).
Charles Pearson and Cread use some evolutionary terms, but the
cyclic idea of empires 1s more important, Cramb denounces those
evolutionists who believe in unending progress beocause that wozld
lead to the position of Lezo Toletoy who in the nineties was a
campalgning pecifiet, Mther, ochange wae stemealy the eonfliot
of 1deals in way would slwaye dbe, His idea of change Tesesdles
an Segelian oonfliot of 1desals more than a solentific dfolutionary
view (Craad, The Origins and Destiny, pp. 134-154, 231, 229).




62
nature of war.w? Puskin emphasized the role of the inilividusl
in war, hand-to-hand cosbat being the highest rezlization of an

individual.iaa

Ruskin sas widely read in the laet deoisc of the
century and one writer complaine of his influence in an artiole

written for the restaineter feview, Mat Ruskin “shoul¢ Joln

hands with bishops end archdeacons in glorifying auch detestablie

ené oriminal blunders as moet wars are, is mueh to be tegrettod.wg
Crambd admired Thomas Carlyle, A Scottish historian and

oritio, Carlyle moved Cowerd a less than demooretioc view as he

grew older, In 1865 he completed his six volums, iriedrieh II

of Frussia, which was an admiretion of strangth and genius,

This represented a transition from hie earlier, (n iieroces, in

which warrior types are not so prominent., Cramd desoribes the
‘slory and delight in sar! of later Carlyle works:

Since the heroic age ti.sre are no suoh battle.pictures

s thage, The apirit of war that leaps and laughe within
these pages 1e the spirit of !iomer and rFirdusi, of Leowulf
and the Song of Eoland, TBB when it sunk, it was like

the going down of 8 sun.

18755 reamntic ie meant the tendency to emphasize the
izrortance of the individual above soclety; and emotion, wili,
and sentiment above reason. Pomantioclsz 18 2lsc assocliated with
heroism and worshlp of individual genius (Thomson, Europe Since

sapoleon, p, 122), 3y “"romanticize” ig meant the process ©
1dulizlns reality, but by no means is the implication mesnt that
all roaantics are escapists or are unrealistio,

mammkm. Crown of Wild Clives, pp. 1%2, 143,

1C9walter Je D2ylls, “Is Way a Blessing?” he ‘&osmlneber

ueviex, CLIC {September, 1900), p. 253. Jinother T
same view, 3he quotes Herbert 3pencer who olaimed in 1832 that
'Wwe are held degreded by priests because we have not slau~hterad

the 3oors suwocesefully for resisting our Yespagsen.” icC
widespread was the nilitant wvariety of Christianity, she con-
clucded that “agnostiocism and peace principles zo togethezr.” = he
found the military spirit most widespread ampons inglicanz, less
among Assanters, and non-existent amonz akeran, (Nori Twyerases,

1 éhye_ clor@ s;gd tho War, " The wWestminstet Heview, CLIV { Septambor,

190!:ramb. me Crligins anéd the [e7%tay, ». 132,
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The strength of the romantic view of war may be judved
by the aouroes of attack. Gradually there wae dawning on some
’riters the consciousness that technology was changing the
nature of wmarfare, Thers was doundleas speculation on what those
affoots would bde, and congequently one of the chief literary
topica was the future of warfare, A few writers recognizod that
the influenoce of cAohines, eﬁanlstry. and soclentific methods in
sensmal, wvould be to de-romanticize war, (ne of these was .Jean
Jo 3loeh, a Polish Jow and author of & a2ix volume work, The

Auture of War, midblished in 1893 in Musslan, ooh®s thesis

wag that modern technology had made war imsposaidble -« toec aoatly,
too terrible and without any benefit to wictor or wanquisthied,
ne of the effecte of technologioczl warfanre, he ressoned, os
that

the romance of war has vanished into the air with its

gastly uniforms, unfurled banners and soul stirring

zueio., iH1ilitary operations have hecome Aa pProseic as

ore-suelting, and far less respectable, Airmies of todsy

are not aonposed of ghllant, Jjovial cavaliera, tut of

antire reoples who curge ths fate that compels then to

abvandon their trades , , .

snother writer oclaimsd that in the past 1t was €he sids

which had the “personal prowess” “which won, “Hut now victory
heiongs to the side whioch hans the best slaughtering machines, ”
lravery was inpossible decause "men have to ccmbhat infernzal

sachines., " the result was that the quality sought in the modsm

191 jean de mloeh, "the Wars of the Puture,” Mo
Zontempoyury Heview, LXKX (September, 1901), Ds 311,
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soldier was "passive obediance to subdbait to be an unknowmn unit
in a human target for the engines of wary that soience has pro-
guced, "192

2ven before 1890 some realized that new yapid-fire
weapone like the Xaxicz gun would put to an end those cherished
dashes of the cavelry, The eavalry, &s immortalised by
Tennyson in “"The Charge of the iight Brigede, " mes perhaps one
of the greatsst romantio symbols. Ceneral 3culanger, an asbltious
French officer with Ceasarian hopes in the 1880°'s, propagated
the romantic attitude toward cavalry and aggressiveness in
general, “ho troops in the world oan withstand a Frenoh force
hurling itself recklessly forward, " he saié, ™ut others thouzh?
that the a1l of mesazine rifles” had ended that glory,19)

The views of Count [eoc Tolstoy also had an undersining
effect on the romsntic-heroic view of soldiers. In his zoe8t

fazous work, kar and Psace, finished in 1869, Tolstoy capturss

the realism of tattle., ioast Amportant was his treataent of
Napoleon, Contrary to the liapcleonio Lsgend, Tolstoy eaw history
38 being datermined by foroces other than human will, Thus
Hapoleon was not the genius, the scle causative agent, dut merely

2 szmall part among larger foroes such as the Suseian winter, 19%

193 “General Houlanger on the Future of War, " The
Spectater, LX (September 24, 1887), pp. 1272-1273.

198140 Tolstoy, wWar and Peace (liew York: Sandom liouse

Inc., 1957), pPP. 1101-1178, Tolstoy tekes pains to show at
every Juneture the limitations on Hapoleon, espesially at the
hattlo of Bomuno (pp. 637-765)- &u nu Isaian Berlin‘s The
zohog ah 0 : lato; lﬂ“ﬂfhllﬁo
i a8 e 1 i a ns
tmtnmu of m-w l.n m m.n.un ses A, 5, Stmt'- "The

Realities of War, " Macmillans ne, LXII (Cetober, 13890},
PPe 431437 and also Cramb's %n %ﬂns and Destiny, pp.129-13%.
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Toletoy ‘s argument against Napoleon and human will did not
orizinate out of a striotly pscifist poaition. He did net have
his spiritual conversion until the late 1870°'s, 1y the eigzhtilas
and ningties he wns osmpaigning for his Christian socialism,

inother writer who struck his blow at the rowantic view
of the soldier wae Ceorge 3ernard Shaw, Shaw founded the mbian
Soclety in 1884 after reading Henry George and Xarl Marx, ils
socolalism was of a Tather puzzling nature, however, since he
adeired litler, iussolini, and Lenin at wsriocus times, i@ crme
out in support of the Boer War in hopes that a Zritish victory
would mean a soeialization of South Africe. He was not, there-
fore, anti.xer, dut simply anti-romantio,

Shaw's play, Arps and the ¥an, was published in 1394
and was performed in that sanme year. T™he ™ero” of the play, &
Swiga offiocer fighting for the larblans, is not exactly %the
swashbuokling type., In faeing the opposing BulgAarians he
alaost goes to pleces fros hunger and sleep. iie hides in a
1ady‘'s bedroor and carries chocolates in his pouoh rather than
cartridges, 3luntschll 1is the Swiss officer and his opponent
is 3erglus, a young Sulgsrian who charges the Serblan positions
and wins a mighty victory, Gergius’ flancee, Rina, exclsains
that the daashing cAlwelry oharge proved that their "ideals uere
real after all,” then queetioned as to what she meant, shse
explained:s

Jur patriotism. Qur heroic 1cdeals., I sometimes used
to doudt whether they were anything but dresms , . .
Shat perhape wo amly had cur herole ideas decause we

are 80 fond of reading Ayran and Mshkin ., . . Ch to
think that 1t was all true: that Sergius is Just as



aplendid and noble as hs looks! That the worlad 1s
readlly a gloriocue world for womnen ®ho ?62 see its
glory and men who can act its romance.

|mina’s dream was dlepelled by Zluntachlil who, hiding in
her dedrooxm, reveals to her that the glorlous ocharze was = favroce,
Jergius had led his men to certain death; only a fluke saved
them, The cannons they charged had been supplied with the »ronyg

apuunition., 7Thus was borm the hero who was really a “ion

Tixote” sharging windullls.196

In this play Shaw says that the kind of idealisz thst
loads to military intervention is only

a flattering name for romance in politics and moreis
[fand] is ag obnoxiocue to me as in ethios or religion

» « 1 can no longer be satisfied with flotitious zorzlsa
and fictitious good conduct, shedding filotitious glory
on robbery, starvation, dlsense , . . war, oruelty,
cupidity and [the| . ., . pretences that such thingsz
are progress, sclience, umorals, religion, patriotisn,
inperial supremscy, national greatness and all the other
names the newspapers osll thew,197

It 18 interesting to note that Shaw plcked out for his
targoet, the cause of all the above nentioned things, rotmxntic
1deoalism., HNore than that, 1t ig important to realize rhat was

not hie target, social mrwinism, ‘fhaw wag ardently anti.

198 199

tardiniet and against violence, yet he saw ropantic

heroism as the chief source of militarisa in the early ninettes,

195Goorgo B, Shaw, “Arms and the Man, " Xine Plays (iiew
Yorks Dodd, Yean and Cozpany, 1944), p. 137.

196114,
197 1osd., p. 120,

198Aroh1blld tenderson, eorge Dernard shaw: yan of the
Century (New York: Appleton-Century-Crolts, ING., 19900y Ps 37

199%0 sald, "1 detested violence and slaughter whether én
Way, sport, or the butcher's yard." Shaw, i{ine Plays, p. vii.
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In this chapter the existence of two large tendenclec
haa been sketeched., what has been called the "iibbonlae tradition”
fostered a decline and fall psyshology characterized by the oloae
corinection between morality and war, In the nineties this
opproach culminated in the position that war and military experie
ence was & creator of personel and sosial morality. The seonnd
body of thought revolved around the attempt by aen like Frofessor
Srand to malntaln an ideal of romentis herolsz in the face of
attacks by men like Blooh, Tolstoy, and shaw, Both of these
tendencles merge in Cramb's hero who sees the empire as s
zission with a morml purpote and is ready to sacrifice himgelf
heroloally in battle,

Thus 1t has desn denonstrated that independent of sooisl
iRrviniem, other important currsnts of thought were at work,
shst 1s evident in this chapter 1s that war was given an extrexzo
aoral value conduclive to a militarism made more dangerous bSacsuse

it was morelized and 1dealized,



CRAPTER VI
COHCLUIION

inglish social Darwinism of the 1390°s Aald not foster
millitarise or contribute to war in any speolal sense, any
social ‘mrwiniets wers strong opponents of militeriscnm, Horbort
Jpancer and the jourmalist, C. ¢, ®vington, oppoced imperialisw
as well as militarise, Crmet Laeckel was & pacifist and
~lexander Sutherland believed that evolution was making men leca
hostile and would eliminate war, &Sven some of the mrwinists
who supported mecial ieperialism, as Benjamin xX1éd and sdaoond
veacline, did ao with trhe hope that 1t coﬁld be done uithout tie
gun, J. N, Hobertson even opposed the 1dea of rece because it
led to military domination,

Hot every sooial Imrwinist was anti-militarist, Jhilnhkers
like xarl Pearson, Irnest henan, and popular writars lise
frederio T, Jane and li, F, kKyatt 414 not offer tho restrzinte oné
prahibitions of the above group, 48 a general rule those cocl:il
ibrviniets vho were mcat opposed to nllitarism were those of ihe
Spenoerian indivicualiat school, ..8 we move from the incivlin.
aliste like Spencer, 'iteckel and Ovington to those who &v-
phasized evolution ir %terms of collective groups {reces cr
nations), anti-war crgunents grow weaker, <Arl Pearson uas the

furthest removed froz the individualism of uLpencer and promeia’
vleliont strmuggle hetween races, thus the element of lalssez
faire liberalism seems to havs been the praserving =alt of soecial
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Jarwiniasm, ‘lThough this kind of individualism tends to be assocl-
ated with reaction in rosisting reform efforts in the nane of
"self help, " 48 ipencer 4Aid, yet anong social mrwiniats
rilitarisc was resisted most flercly by this group.

variety 1as the real sharacteristic of :nglish social
iarwinism and the glorification of war in evoluticnary tems wes
not representative of the whole novenent, Other currents of
thought contrituted greatly to the glorificastion of war, «ar and
the importance of military experience had besen glven intense
justification by thoss who thought in terms of the homin sxperi-
ence, Dseline and fall paychology as demonstrated dy Charles
rearson, wWyatt, J. i. Cramd, and other writers searshed for
cususes of decadence and saw war and military life as & souxrce 27
zoxml virtue,

mther than soclal Marwinism causing war, in the case
of spencer, iaeckel and Dsmoling, war caused soclsl [myuinias,
that 15, our war experience stareotyped Daruiniss as an eneny
dootrine, and an evil "lam” which led to the atrocitles., ile-
vicion of this dlstortion 18 in oxrder, Ioubtless the nsed to
caze the nazl in mentally tangeabdble enclosures, liks "Tarwiniss, “
hag passed, I wao can dlsassoclate soclal Iayvinian from
mllitarise, wo can zreatly inorease our understanding of the

reriod,
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AFPENTIX X
ADDITIGHRAL BOURCES DEALING WITH 9AS
AS A CHIATOR OF HORAL VIRTUE
8 writers like Jean de Blosh propheseied psnce hecause
mochine warfare would sake the romance, the color and dazzle
out of battle, writers like Cramdb reasserted a romantic idea of
soldiery, Cramd anawered loch‘’s claime by saying that the
TodeTn soldier would be even more s hero, It was understood that
the in and expange of territory covered would out off the
close rapprochement between offlcer and priwets, In his book,

he Origins and Testiny of Imperial 3ritain and iiineteenth

Century “urope, Cremd clailmed that the old methods of drun-

Seating and fleg-waving ceremony before battle, actually deadened
consclousness., In modern hattle, he salqd, “faculties are awake™
and thiles creates the new harolsm becfume “solitude is the
torichstone of wvalor, and the modern soldier sast in upon himself,
undnzzled, unblinded, faces death singly” (pp. 155~156), In
this state of sloeness it would be the power of the ideal,
ritain’s imperial mission, which would Justify Carlyle’s falth
in heroces and insure obedience to death, In this clalzx Cramd
wag supplying an ansver to a very important probvlem for late
Yletorians, the problem of discipline and alleglance of modern
amies {(Jee Appendix II),

seyond making men herceté many claimed that it =made dbatter

monte Cramb®s herolinsm reprulted fronm the fact that his aocldler
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wag performing a high ethical task. @ther writers eaw the process

of war itself as aaking men better, [he following articles axe

yather prosailc desoeriptions of the value of eonbat and milit.ry

tmining. B2anliness, coursge, self-reldance and adedience are

ths gupposed sffeots of wars,

1,

2.

3.

4,

Se

“The ippetite for Warx, " The Spestator, LXXVI (Pobruary
15, 1 ) PD. 235-236,

“The Cpsru-RoX Peeling in Regarxd to kar, " The Speetator,
L0 (&\pﬂl 23, 1898), p., 571.

"An Oppressive Peace, " [he Spactater, LXX (Aprl 1, 1393),
pp. 410-411.

"4 Warless World, " The Spectator, LX«XI (Geptemder 3,
1898), pp. I02-303.

"A School for Herolsm, " The Spectateor, LI (July 2i,
1888}, pp., 996+997.
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APPINDIX II
WAR AS A CRISIS IX THI ARIATOCHAATIC XIND

Fany were guestiaoning the influence of modern times --
populer enfranchisenent and sducstion, sass literature and m2ss
axnles, added to the consequence of mage partioipation, increasad
taxation and perhaps oonsoript armise, Would not these und the
havoe of new methods of war cause disaffection smong olviliens
at home and soldiers on the fleld? what was to guarantes
asllegiance and diseipline? Perhaps the people wers pacific ancd
unwilling to fight 1f not moved by the old aristocrstic foreos
of com=mand,

The following artieles deal with this problem. They offer
practically no solutions as Cremd did, but in so doing reveal
the extent t¢ which pessimisz and worry had reached, Thelr

Zeneral tone 18 a singuilar doudbt ag to effesctive Aisoipline 1in

dexocratic arzies,

i. Lord .olseley, “kar, * Fortnightly Review, LI (Jenusry 1,
1889), pp. 1-17, especizally p. !gn

2. “"The Mseipline of Consoript irmies, "~ The Spegtator,
LXV (september 6, 1890), pp. 302-307.

3. “The Tiataste for Msoclpline, " The Spectator, Lils
(October 22, 1392), pp. 553-55&,

k. “Me Genesis of M8gipline, " The Spestator, LXVIIi
(april 9, 1392), vp. -h92,

S. "he J¥ew octrine of Macipline, " The ipectator, LAI
(Mly 22, 1893), pr. 103-104,
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The sudjeoct of warfare was an irritant to the late
Vioctorians and funetiony as & windor on the soul, In this case,
1t raveals a orisis for the aristosratic tradition brought on by

the advent of politisal dermooraoy and new technology.
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AFPEBOIN ITI
SCIENCE AND SPECULATION:

SOURCES DEBALIRG WITH THE PROBABLE INFLUZNCE
OF TECRNGLOGY N FUTURY WAR

Ko one in 1914 took the dangere of war seriously except
on a purely military plane ., . . none expsoted a social
catastrophe . .

The Balkan wars had taught a deceptive lessan, £Lwveryone
supposed that decisive bdattles would be fought at once,
and a diotated pesce would follow, The JeTmans expected

to take Pariss the French expected to break thromsgh in
Loraine . , .

<one of these things happened . . . Iy Hovember [1914]
thore was a line of trenches running from Switeerland
to the sea , ., . tverywherv siegs warfsre superceded

deocisive dattles, tThe nnohtno-§nn and the spade changed
the course of Puyopsan history,
Popular attitudes on the eve of the First world »ar have

a puz2ling aspeot to them, For us the horror and utter calamity
of two world ware are vivid impressions, It is difftoult to
conceiva the light-hearted and even optimistic attitudea that
were widespread before the war, Iliot everyone shared this out~
look, of oourse, but i, J. ?. Taylor's description seons ascocurate

for the majority. he question natumlly arlees as Lo the resgon
why people were not prepared for what ensued, were populations

not wazned of the capabilities of new machines and methods?
The material coversd in this study does ncot cover the

reriod 1900-1914, and so cannot supply eny adsolute anawer %o

*Ae Ju F. Taylor, “The Cutbreak of War in Burope, 191k,
ragt, II (New York: The Facmillan Company, 1666,
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the question, Obviocusly sany important evants intervened be-
tvean 1900 and 1914 which couléd modify or sven abort tendencles
lLesuing from the 1890°'s, XNevertheless, the last decade of ths
ninetesenth century was a seed dad for early twentieth century
outgrowthe, .\ little spade work into the nineties doez ravesl
two currents of opiniocn flowing into the new century whigh
doudtlessly influenced attitudes tomrd wmr,

The first current of opinion sowewhat enhances the
riddle because 1t suprlies an angwer to the question about
wamings ¥hich sy not dbe expeated, The znswer 13 yes, wamings
wore given, In England, at least, there waa a dHody of jourmalists
and writers addressing themselves to the task of predicting and
desoribing the actual sffects of the new machinery, Some of
these writers were telling readers that She new weapons wers to
deadly that future war would be different from all others,

Gne of these with such a messsye uas Jean de Bloch,
41lllem 7, 3tead, Journaliet, soclal oritic and editor of the
levisu of Reviews introduced Sloch to English resders in the

nineties., 3loch wag a Polish Jew who had started as a peddler,
bhecane a sucoessful danker, managed the Moscow to Crimea rall-
road and finally began entiormous studies on the sudlect of wer,
Uslng statistics freely, he hoped to ahow that the fearful
developsents in wveaponry would nake war eeomomioslly and saeizlly
inrossibhle,

Aloch's dook, The Puture of War, appeared in 189% with

the Introdustion by Stead. Jloch's original six volume woxrk hag
been read dy the fear bvefore he proposed the iague conference,
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2loch pointed out thnat the small.bore rifle with its ecmaller
gsheli and flat Zrajectory, pPlus the use of gmoieless powdler,
all alded the Adefanse, He repeatedly presdiocted that the next
v&T would be dominated by tranch warfare, with the spade playin::
2 vidal role, The offense would flounder on prepared defsnscs,
draining the atiaocking oountry of enormous suppliss and eausing
aoclal and econiomic chaos, kar woulé then be impractieal. iha
scldier woeulé wake himsslf extinet Ly perfeotion of weapors.
¥or the views of 1osh and othere sharing this hopeful pessinliy
sce the following books and articles)

1. Jean de Zloch., The Puture of ua

Lompany , ; P ; dytrt' mpnng. e Tu
smd. bdwln D. fead and sany other writers on wmr
are presente! in this work and ehare Bloch'’s gensrel
outlook, 3ee also Jean de 3looh'e The :ars of the

Puture, * Contempo: neview, LXXX (Ssptember, 1901),
PPe 305-3
2, Archidkld Forbess, "he Warfare of the Future, e

Nineteenth Century, XXIk (»ay, 1891), pp. ?82-?9;.

3. “Generzl 3oulangser on the Future of war, " The spectutoy, LX
(3eptember 25, 1887), pp. 1272.127),

If the hope that nex weapmns woild 2Ake war undesirallcz
¥as 1llusory, these writers wore a«t least reeclistie as o the
roseidilities of new weapons, erhape thelr opiniane were itiored
iu ths cressendo of events prior to 191k, Certeinly the
Sshileffen Plan wes an attenpt to prevent the stalemate pro.iicled
by Dloch., Yot theye may be another reaecon why these wornmingn 1id
not register an appropriate senee of Adread in the pubdlic =ina,

Another current of opinion, one of the primary ciezss of
tha nineteenth cenftury, held a baeslo optimisa tLoward waichinsg and
uhat shey could do, It uns assoclated with the 1dea of prozresng,
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hut this opticism was by no zeans ungqualifisd, John stuart
%111 expressged disappointmant and yet retained hope resaTding
zechaniocal benefits:

It 1s questionadle if all the mechanical inventions yet
asde hove lightened the days toll of any mman being,

They have enabled a greater populaticm to live the saze
11fw of dyudgery and impriscnment, and an increagsed numdser
to make fortunes, Ut they have not yet begun to effect

those great changes mwwwmmuum theliy
futurisy to ccecooplish,

Cptinisz toward the value of machines wag atill alive
in the ninetles, It 1s especially evident in relation te
machinery of war, Many writers on both @ides of the Atlantic
proclaimed that the deadly efflclency of new weapons would bH4
tc shorten war, iSeceuss battles and wars would be short #nd
decisive, the total amount of suffering would dbe actually
diminished, :ike¢h of the following articles expresses this wvissy,
the title of the first being suggestive of the faith invested
in aschings, even lethal ones,

i. "The Lusanity of the s@all-30rTe Jilfle, ” Heview of
Jeviews (Londan), 1I (Decembder, 1890), p. 597+

2. A, %, Forves, "he Muture of the wWounded in uar, ”
geribners !mgazine, AV (June, 1894), pp, 781-788,

J. “the Pesce Conferenocs, " jhe ipsctator, LXIXII (¥ay 20,
1899), pp. 708-709,

8, “The e¢ptimist View of uar,* The & tor, IXXIi
(?‘wa 2"3 189“‘). pp. 359' ®

5« Thaodore A. odge, “Von Yoltke and the ature of
warfare, " The Forum, (I (June, 1891), »p. 353~366.

6. S L. imlineki, “ihe Muture of Warfare, " lorth Americen
Seview, CLI (Deeembar, 1890}, pp. 638-700.

“George Nasmyth, Soclal Progres :
(vew Yorks O, P, Mutnan's Song, 1910)g De XLV
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7. #, L. ibbot, “War Under Xew Conditims, " The Foyum, IX
(R&mh. 1&90)9 PDs 13-23.

Thus the last srour of writers must have oreated st lexst
an apblivalent attitude toward war sachines if they did not eruse
altogether the wamings of the firat group., The first current
of opinion Adiminished the effoot of thelr cwn warning perhbaps by
fseying that weapons were so destruotive that war was unthinkabls,
The logloal deduction from this wee to say that since destrmctive
weapang preventsd war, even more weapons will insure peace, In
either ocase a besic optimism was retalned.
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